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EDITORIALS 


“Do We Want Church Union?” 


We quote from an editorial appearing in the May 
1944 issue of The Presbyterian Tribune (Presby- 
terian U.S.A. monthly published by The Presby- 
terian Churchmen’s league, Martin Bldg., Utica, 
N. Y.) as follows: 


aspects of religion to the average layman is 
the narrow-minded views of the several sects, 
and of groups within the same denomination. 
It probably will take a long time to educate 
people to a broad-minded view, and pressure 
will not do it. But our efforts should not stop 
and our invitation should remain cordial.” , 
Others were discouraged about the present 
negotiations with the Southern Church, one 
going so far as to say, “Thus far it has been 





“DO WE WANT UNION?” 


“The Presbyterian Churchmen’s League 
which now has approximately 300 members, 
including leading ministers and laymen of 
the Church, was polled last month on the issue 
of union both with the Presbyterian Church 
in the United States and also the Protestant 
Episcopal Church in the U.S.A. 

On the question of reunion with our sister 
Presbyterian Church which functions chiefly 
in the South, only six out of 170 replies were 
negative. One was uncertain and 161 were 
in favor of “continued and accelerated efforts 
to reunite the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S. with the Presbyterian Church in the 
U.S.A.” Two returned their questions un- 
answered. Most of the affirmative votes were 
enthusiastic. They said such things as “Yes, by 
all means.” One commented, “Yes. It is a 
difficult problem but we must keep working 
at it and praying for it.” Another more con- 
servative affirmative comment was, “Yes, if 
acceleration at this time will further reunion. 
It is a matter of statesmanlike strategy.” 

Some of those who live nearer to the Ma- 
son-Dixon line and who are dealing with the 
brethren of the Southern Church realize that 
there are some real problems involved. These 
people all favor union but were particularly 
cautious about “pressure.” One prominent lay- 
man said, “I favor the reunion without too 
much pressure. One of the most discouraging 


playful teasing, disregarding most of the basic 
realities.” Some were cautious about the race 
issue and two very well known ministers be- 
lieved there were theological issues involved. 
One said he favored union “without surrender- 
ing the theological position of the Presbyterian 
Church, U.S.A.” and the other, “Haste must 
not be secured by watering down positions of 
vital Christianity.” 


In the April issue of The Southern Presbyterian 
Journal, Major W. Calvin Wells said: “It has been 
well said: It is not the wording of a creed, but 
the interpretation, that matters. Any doctrinal 
statement agreeable to the U.S.A. Church must be 
interpreted in the light of the conditions and prac- 
tices of that church, rather than in the protesta- 
tions of the committees in conference, The mean- 
ing of a creed to a church is evidenced by the 
interpretation of those who subscribe to the creed.” 

As Major Wells states further; “The interpre- 
tation of its own credal statements by the North- 
ern Church, and its general laxity in doctrinal 
matters, is shown by its attitude toward the Au- 
burn Affirmation and its signers and supporters.” 

That Major Wells interpretation in this matter 
is correct is further evidenced by the above quo- 
tations from The Presbyterian Tribune. What do 
these brethren mean by favoring union “without 
surrendering the theological position of the Pres- 
hvterian Church, U.S.A.” and “Haste must not be 
s-cured by watering down positions of vital 
Christianity.” They certainly do not mean that 
in uniting with us they would have to “water 
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down” the great doctrines of the infallible truth 
and divine authority of the Scriptures, and of 
Christ as very and Eternal God, who became man 
by being born of a virgin, who offered Himself, a 
divine sacrifice to satisfy divine justice and recon- 
cile us to God, who rose from the dead with the 
same body with which He suffered, and who will 
return to judge the world. Their Assembly of 1923 
did declare each of these doctrines as “an essential 
doctrine of the Word of God and our standards.” 
Following this action of the Northern General 
Assembly of 1923, there was issued a paper known 
as the Auburn Affirmation, signed by 1293 min- 
isters of the Northern Presbyterian Church, in- 
cluding the present Moderator of the General As- 
sembly, and approved by very many more min- 
isters in that Church. We quote from this affirma- 
tion: “ .. . we are opposed to any attempt io 
elevate these five doctrinal statements, or any of 
them, to the position of tests for ordination or 
for good standing in our church.” 

In 1940 the General Assembly of the Presby- 
terian Church U.S., meeting in Chattanooga, Tenn., 
instructed our Committee on Cooperation and 
Union in its negotiations with the Department of 
Cooperation and Union of the U.S.A., “to safe- 
guard the purity of doctrine, the properties of the 
churches and endowments, the theological semi- 
naries and other educational institutions, the ad- 
ministration of Home Missions, the direction of 
Foreign Missions supported by the respective 
svnods, and the the content of the Sunday School 
literature, so that the synods, whether as present 
constituted or enlarged, will be the final authority 
in these matters.” 

The above action for our Assembly proved to 
be a serious bone of contention at a joint meeting 
of the full committee on Cooperation and Union 
of the U.S. Church and the Department of Co- 
operation and Union of the U.S.A. Church, which 
was largely attended and consumed two days and 
was held in Asheville, N. C. during April 1941. (See 
min. Gen. Assembly 1941 pages 158, 159.) 

The result of the above meeting was that our 
Committee reported to the Assembly of 1941 that 
the form of union asked for by our Assembly of 
1940 (Min. G. A. paragraph 3, p. 67) “cannot be 
attained.” 

A further revelation of what they mean by 
“narrow-minded views” and “It probably will 
take a long time to educate people to a broad- 
minded view” will be found in the Tribune’s oppo- 
sition to “Overture A” which is now before their 
Assembly. This overture would require a minister, 
after his ordination, to report to his Presbytery at 
such time as he might discover that he no longer 
was willing to subscribe to the Presbyterian stand- 
ards. This is not now done in the U.S.A. church 
and The Presbyterian Tribune obiects to its being 
made one of the questions and conditions for 
Ordination for Ministers in their church. 

We feel that these theological attitudes repre- 
sented by The Presbyterian Tribune and a large 
group of Presbyterian U.S.A. ministers should be 
brought to the attention of our Southern Presby- 
terian members. —H.B.D. 


Dr. Ogden Writes On 
Plan Of Union 


We gladly print below the letter received from 
Rev. Dunbar H. Ogden, D.D. This letter of course 
was written after our May issue was printed and 
obviously was received by us too late to print in 
the May issue as requested by Dr. Ogden.—Editor 


Napoleon Avenue Presbyterian Church 
Rev. Dunbar H. Ogden, D.D., Pastor 
New Orleans 15 


May 1, 1944. 
The Reverend Henry B. Dendy, D.D. 
Editor Presbyterian Journal, 
Weaverville, N. C. 


Dear Sir: In the April issue of The Journal you 
ask this question, “Is the Committee on Co-opera- 
tion and Union acting in line with the instructions 
of our Assembly?” Basing your editorial on reports 
in the daily papers, you state that ihe Permanent 
Committee has not approved the Plan of Reunion. 

Of course the word “approved” may be used in 
two senses. A Document may be approved for 
study, or approved as a finished product. The 
Permanent Committee while avoiding the in- 
definite term “approved”, clearly endorsed the 
Plan for study. 

When the Permanent Committee on Cooperation 
and Union submitted to the 1943 General Assembly 
the proposed Plan of Reunion its contents had 
been approved for study by the Drafting Com- 
mittee but not by the Permanent Committee. This 
was due to the fact that some members of the 
Permanent Committee insisted that they had not 
had sufficient time to pass on the merits of the 
Plan. In addition a sub-committee of seven had 
been appointed to study and analyze the Plan and 
report to the Permanent Committee. 


The 1943 General Assembly decided in view of 
these facts that the Plan be not issued for study 
until it should have been approved by the Perma- 
nent Committee. Manifestly this meant approval 
similar to that given by the Drafting Committee 


which was for study only and not as a finished 
document. 


Before taking further action the Permanent 
Committee waited until February 9th, 1944, by 
which time the special sub-committee had reported 
and all members of the Permanent Committee had 
sufficient time to study the Plan. Then the Perma- 
nent Committee by a unanimous vote, (13 of the 


17 members being present) took the following 
action. 


“That in keeping with the recommendation of 
the Drafting Committee (p. XI of Proposed Printed 
Plan) we accept the plan for study and unani- 
mously agree to the distribution of it in its present 
form to the church .. .” 


Further, by unanimous vote, the Permanent 


Committee reports to the 1944 General Assembly 
as follows: ‘ 


“Acting under the authority of the 1943 General 
Assembly, we have issued for study and sugges- 
tion the Plan of Reunion submitted to that Gen- 
eral Assembly, our Permanent Committee having 
by unanimous vote accepted it as a basis of study 
worthy of careful and prayerful consideration by 
our ministers and members.” 


In order to keep the record clear I ask that you 
give this letter a place in the May issue of the 
Journal. 


Respectfully, 
Dunbar H. Ogden. 


——————_~> 2 a ___ 


DHO-eo 


In answer to Dr. Ogden’s letter we would again 
call our readers attention to the actual wording 
of the instructions of the last Assembly (Min. 1943 
Pgs. 61-62). 


“In view of the fact that this proposed plan of 
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reunion is only the first draft of a report prepared 
by a sub-committee of our Permanent Committee 
working with a simliar sub-committee from the 
general committee of the Presbyterian Church 
in the U.S.A., and that due to limited time avail- 
able for its consideration, it has not received care- 
ful study and approval by the whole committee; 
and inasmuch as it is the unanimous judgment of 
the whole committee as well as of the sub- 
committee that it would be unwise for the As- 
sembly to take any action at this time which might 
precipitate a church-wide discussion of this highly 
controversial matter in the stress of the war emer- 
gency; 


“We, therefore recommend: 


“That this whole question be left in the hands 
of the Permanent Committee on Cooperation and 
Union for careful study and consideration, and 
that the committee be authorized and directed to 
continue its explorations along the lines laid down 
and IN ACCORDANCE WITH instructions given 
by former Assemblies. 


“Inasmuch as the general circulation of the 
printed Plan of Reunion in its present form might 
precipitate premature and needless discussion and 
might prejudice or delay unduly the prospects of 
ultimate agreement on any plan, no provision 
should be made for further distribution of the pro- 
posed plan UNTIL IT HAS BEEN APPROVED 
~ 4 the Permanent Committee on Cooperation and 

nion.” 


As we understand it the Committee makes no 
claim to approval of this plan but utterly ignores 
the Assembly’s instructions and sends it down in 
the same form above referred to and without ap- 
proval as instructed. 


In the light of such clear language on the part 
of the Assembly stating that; “Inasmuch as the 
general circulation of the printed Plan of Reunion 
in its present form might precipitate premature 
and needless discussion and might prejudice or 
delay unduly the prospect of ultimate agreement 
on any plan, no provision should be made for 
further distribution of the proposed plan until it 
has been approved by the Permanent Committee 
on Cooperation, and Union” it is hard to under- 
stand this action of the Committee. 


Please note that this Committee does not even 
claim that they have approved the plan. As we 
have heretofore stated in the April and May 
issues of the Journal, at least three members of 
that Committee, namely: Major Calvin Wells, of 
Mississippi; Rev. Melton Clark, D.D., cf Alabama: 
and Rev. Robert King, D.D., of Appalachia; are 
in hearty disagreement with this plan on num- 
erous points. 


We printed Major Wells analysis and criticisms 
of the Plan in the April issue. We are printing 
Dr. Clark’s paper in this issue. These papers were 
both before the Committee when it met. These 
papers however are not being sent down by the 
Committee at this time but only the Comments 
of the Drafting Committee, all of whom favor the 
Plan. If this Committee felt that they could go 
against the expressed will of the Assembly in 
going ahead and circulating the Plan in the same 
form which the Assembly by the wording of its 
instructions criticised, why could they not also 
send down the adverse criticisms of the Plan made 
by their own members. We feel that in the interest 
of fairness this should still be done at the ex- 
pense of the Assembly, even as the Plan and the 
“Comments of the Drafting Committee” are being 


circulated. 


This is not the first time this committee has 
ignored the wishes of the Assembly. 


The 1940 Assembly gave this Committee definite 
instructions about safeguarding the purity of 
doctrine, the properties of the church, etc., the 
administrations of Home and Foreign Missions, 
etc.” 


Instead of carrying out the definite instructions 
of our Assembly they brought back recommen- 
dations “that each Assembly direct its responsible 
agency, or agencies, in the areas of Foreign Mis- 
sions, Home Missions and Christian Education (in- 
cluding Religious Education and Publication) to 
appoint small committees of not more than three 
representatives in each case, to confer with one 
another and with a sub-committee of our Joint 
Committee, for the purpose of formulating plans 
by which all our Foreign Missionary, Home Mis- 
sionary and Educational work shall be more effec- 
tively coordinated, and where possible unified.” 


Instead of “safeguarding” the administration of 
Home Missions, the direction of Foreign Missions, 
and the content of Sunday School Literature” etc., 
as instructed by the previous Assembly, this com- 
mittee with total disregard for our Assembly’s ex- 
pressed instructions in the matter, comes back 
with a counter-proposal, evidently proposed by 
the U.S.A. brethren, that would tie the work of 
our four Executive Committees in with the Com- 
mittee on Cooperation and Union and make these 
Mission Agencies of our Church the “spear-head” 
of this union drive. Incidentally, it was on this 
particular point that Executive Secretaries Darby 
Fulton and Homer McMillan were speaking in the 
1942 Assembly at Knoxville. 


Knoxville Presbytery (Min. G. A. 1942 p. 32) 
had sent up the following overture: 


“The General Assembly has placed the adminis- 
tration of its Missionary and educational work with 
Executive Committees and has authorized these 
Committees to cooperate with the agencies of oth- 
er Presbyterian and Reformed Churches where 
ever the work will be advanced thereby. 


These Executive Committees represent the en- 
tire Church in the fields they are appointed to 
serve. As the question of church union is a contro- 
versial one, the Presbytery of Knoxville expresses 
the sincere conviction that it would not be wise 
for any Assembly Agency to be associated with the 
work of the Committee on Cooperation and Union, 
which has its own distinctive responsibility.” 


This overture was referred to the Foreign Re- 
lations Committee of which the writer was a mem- 
ber. Two members of the Committee on Coopera- 
tion and Union, these men being also members of 
the “Drafting Committee,’ came before the For- 
eign Relations Committee pleading for the defeat 
of this overture. An appeal that Executive Sec- 
retaries Fulton and McMillan be heard on this 
subject by our Foreign Relations Committee was 
turned down. The sponsor of the overture from 
Knoxville Presbytery was also refused a hearing 
on this question. These Secretaries were thus 
forced to appeal to the Assembly on this vital 
matter. Their remarks were in the nature of a 
plea that the Home and Foreign Mission Commit- 
tees be relieved of the obligation under which 
they would have been placed by the recommen- 
dation of the Standing Committee on Foreign Re- 
lations which would have made their Committees 
“spear-head” the movement for union. These were 
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the speeches to which The Presbyterian Outlook 
(April 19, 1944) referred Editorially as follows: 
“Executive secretaries, who have the privilege 
of the floor when their reports are being con- 
sidered, should not undertake to debate matters of 
general policy upon which the Assembly is to take 
action. That such has come to be a matter of 
course was evidenced in the 1942 General As- 
sembly when the question of cooperation with 
other Christian bodies came up.” Just how far 
this editorial misses the mark will be seen in the 
fact that these Secretaries were not speaking on 
the general question of closer relations with other 
denominations but on a specific proposal to tie 
their work in with that of the Committee on Co- 
operation and Union and make the Mission 
Agencies of the Church “spear-head” this union 
drive. The Assembly overwhelmingly sustained 
them in their position. 


Let us do as one member of the Committee has 
openly asked us to do. Let us drop this whole 
matter and dismiss the Committee and go on with 
the constructive work before us. H.B. 





Is Nature Also To Be 
Streamlined To Suit The 
Thinking Man Of 
Our Day? 


In articles, Wanted An Evangelistic Creed and 
Progressive Presbyterianism, a distinguished pastor 
proposes to omit three sections from our Con- 
fession in order “to provide a comprehensive, rea- 
sonable statement of faith, adequate for intelligent 
men of our own day.” May one ask, would this 
pastor use the same criterion for determining 
which of the facts of nature he would admit into 
his science? Would he refuse to accept those phe- 
nomena of light which seem to require the cor- 
puscular theory because he had committed him- 
self to the undulatory theory of light, or vice 
versa? Does he refuse to use electricity until he 
can find a definition of it adequate for the in- 
telligent men of his day? On my Grandfather’s 
plantation there were suction pumps under great 
oaks for the “hands” to come and get refreshing 
drink. Should these men have refused to prime 
the pump and get the water until they could get 
a comprehensive, reasonable statement of how 
atmospheric pressure, a vacuum, and suction 
operate to bring the water from the ground? Shall 
one refuse to accept the world until he can pro- 
vide a comprehensive, reasonable statement ade- 
quate for the thinking man of our day? Or while 
he is debating whether or not he will accept the 
world, will not some tough-minded realist remind 
him that there is no option. “Accept the world? 
Gad, you have to!” 


_ Despite the label “progressive” this is no new 
idea, and needs no new argumentation to answer 
it. In the third century Origen observed, “He who 
believes the Holy Scriptures to have proceeded 
from Him Who is the Author of Nature, may well 
expect to find the same sort of difficulties in it as 
are found in the constitution of Nature.” Old 
honest of the Episcopal bench, Bishop Butler, 
Showed that if difficulties remain unexplained in 
nature, then difficulties in either natural or re- 
vealed religion cannot be regarded as insuper- 
able by practical men. For many of the difficul- 
ties which ancient Deists or current Progressives 


find in religious doctrine, natural analogies can be 
found. Shall the thinking man of our own day 
declare natural selection intellectually acceptable 
and in the same breath reject Divine election? In 
general man’s study of nature begins with the 
observation of data and the description of how 
natural forces operate. The current physics is 
largely a series of mathematical formulae as to 
how mass and velocity operate. A comprehensive, 
reasonable statement of the ultimate nature of 
physical entities adequate for the thinking men 


of our day lags far behind the observed pointer 
readings. 


Why should not those who believe that Holy 
Scripture proceeds from the Author of Nature, 
reverently take a similar attitude here? Let us 
carefully exegete the Word of God and from it 
draw up our formulae as to both the sovereignty 
of God and the responsibility of man, whether 
or not we Presbyterians are qualified so to collate 
the “pointer readings” of the Word as to offer 
a comprehensive, reasonable statement of faith, 
adequate for thinking men. The Christian rule of 
faith is the Word of God, not the wisdom of man. 


—Wm. C. R. 








The Word Of God Rather Than 
The Wisdom Of Man 


A Presbyterian officer begins his official re- 
sponsibility by accepting the Scriptures of the 
Old and New Testament as the Word of God 
and consequently as the only infallible rule of 
faith and practice. Because the Bible is the Word 
of God, therefore it is the canon of truth, the rule 


of faith, the lamp unto our feet and the light for 
our pathway. 


“My thoughts are not your thoughts,” saith the 
Lord. As the heavens are high above the earth 
so are God’s thoughts higher than our thoughts. 
His knowledge is immediate, complete, exhaus- 
tive, inclusive of the end as well as of the be- 
ginning, of the future as well as of the past. In 
His perfect knowledge there is complete intel- 
lectual coherence. perfect rational adjustment. The 
Good Shepherd knows His sheep even as_ the 
Father knows Him and as He knows the Father. 


Out of His omniscience God has made a Revela- 
tion of Himself that is sufficient for His glory. 
for faith, and for life. We live out of the Father- 
hand of God as we use this Word to think God’s 
thoughts after Him. By the light of the Word we 
re-interpret what He has pre-interpreted. His 
knowledge is analytical, ours synthetical: His is 
creative, ours receptive; His is constructive, ours 
reconstructive. Since we are only finite, immature, 
and sin-blinded we are not always able to see iust 
how one part of His Word fits perfectly into an- 
other part. Here also we walk py faith not by 
sight, that is, not by completely apparent co- 
herence. 


Daniel Webster understood the difference be- 
tween God’s thinking and our thinking thus: “I 
believe that things past, present and to come are 
equallv present in the mind of Deity; that, there- 
fore, the relative terms past, present and future, 
as used among men, cannot with strict propriety 
be applied to Deitv. I believe in the doctrines of 
foreknowledge and predestination as thus ex- 
pounded. I do not believe in those doctrines as im- 
posing any fatality or necessity on men’s actions 
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or infringements of free agency.” 


Here, however, faith is a safer guide than 
understanding. The One in whom we have su- 
preme confidence, our Lord and Saviour Jesus 
Christ, is the only one who personally exercised 
both Divine sovereignty and human _ responsi- 
bility. It is more reasonable for those who entrust 
their souls to Him to accept His solution of this 
question than either to ferret something out for 
themselves or to go to the best minds of the day. 
It is better to walk with Christ in the dark than to 
walk alone in the light. Our Lord put these two 
truths together, thus: “No man can come unto me 
except the Father which sent me draw him. All 
that My Father giveth me shall come unto me, 
and him that cometh to me I will in no wise cast 
out.” “I thank thee, O Father, Lord of heaven 
and earth, because thou hast hid these things 
from the wise and prudent and hast revealed them 
unto babes. Even so, Father; for so it seemed 
good in thy sight . . . Come unto me all ye that 
labour and are heavy laden, and I will give you 
rest.” 


To the unregenerate men of this day our Lord 
was only a teacher, a prophet, an Elijah, a Jere- 
miah, or a John. When Peter answered, “Thou art 
the Christ, the Son of the living God,” Jesus de- 
clared, “flesh and blood hath not revealed it 
unto thee, but my Father which is in heaven.” 
At Mars’ Hill most of the thinking men of Athens 
refused the Gospel of the Resurrection. The Word 
of the Cross was to the Greeks foolishness and to 
the Jews a stumbling-block. “The Lerd knoweth 
the thoughts of the wise that they are vain.” 
The Apostle Paul came to Corinth, therefore, de- 
termined to preach Christ Crucified not in the 
wisdom of men’s words, but in the demonstration 
of the Spirit and of power that Christian faith 
might not stand in the wisdom of men but in the 
power of God. The natural man receiveth not the 
things of the Spirit for they are foolishness unto 
him, neither can he know them for they are 
spiritually discerned. 


In that great age of Protestant faith, the Re- 
formation, neither Luther nor Calvin held that 
all of the foundation articles of the faith could 
be made reasonable to the thinking men of their 
day. Luther called reason Frau Hulda and a 
“beast” that must be choked when it interfered 
with Faith. Calvin did not hold that our being 
“criminated” for Adam’s sin in the mystery of 
race unity or Christ being condemned for our 
sins in the Gospel of God’s grace could be made 
intellectually agreeable to the standards of hu- 
man reason. He held that we must begin with God, 
recognize that the Divine justice is above our hu- 
man reason, and reverently seek to conform our 
thinking to His. 


European scholars are recognizing that “the 
purpose of much contemporary theology has been 
to satisfy the human intelligence—its religious, 
moral and even aesthetic assumptions—rather than 
to understand, obey, and set forth the Word of 
God .. . The liberal Protestant, bent on ex- 
pressing man’s thoughts of God, not God’s thoughts 
of man, can become wholly oblivious of the truth 
that the Church and its mind stand perpetually 
under the authority and judgment of God’s Word.” 
Accordinglv in his last message this scholar, the 
late H. R. Mackintosh, urges all Churches to take 
their own profession of accepting the Word of God 
as the supreme rule of faith and life seriously. 
From the other end of the British Isles, D. R. 
Davies of Wales writes. “When the Church makes 


itself completely intelligible to the world it can 
only be by emptying the Gospel of its supernatural 
content. This is what Christian Liberalism did.” 


The secret of the progress of the Presbyterian 
(or of any other branch of the Church of God in 
Jesus Christ) is to be found in the work of the 
living Christ as Prophet, as Priest, and as King. 
Speaking through His Word in grace and in judg- 
ment, He saved _us and called us with a holy 
calling. In the Divine human encounter we do 
not sit in judgment upon the Lord. We do not 
judge Him and His Word by the canons of our 
fallen human reason. He judges at the same time 
that He saves us. He brings us to realize that we 
are guilty, undone, wrath-deserving sinners that 
we may become sinners justified in His blood and 
righteousness. We do not judge our Lord and 
Saviour by our conscience, or our thinking, our 
aesthetics, or our values, we receive Him by the 
faith which He sovereignly creates in us by the 
Holy Spirit. And in the obedience of the faith He 
creates in us we accept the Word of God as our 
rule of faith, of worship, and of life. 

—Wm. C. R. 


Out Of The Bag 


One of the characteristics of the present liberal 
theological movement is the desire for power, 
power to control the activities and agencies of 
the Church in line with programs conceived by 
those in authority. 


Plans for such authority and control have been 
formulated for some time and the various inter- 
locking councils, committees and boards are work- 
ing constantly to that end. Most of this work 
is being quietly done behind the scenes and it 
is therefore refreshing to have a writer come out 
frankly and state what this plan is. 


In the April 26th issue of the “Christian Cen- 
tury,” Dr. William H. Hudnut, Jr., in an article 
entitled “What is Disturbing the Presbyterians” 
offers this solution. That those Churches associated 
with the Federal Council delegate to the Council 
all authority and money for all foreign mission 
work, for all Christian education material and for 
all pension plans. 


Yes, that is his suggestion and the cat is out 
of the bag. One need not think this is the visionary 
suggestion of an irresponsible person. It is the 
considered plan towards which liberal ecclesiasti- 
cal leaders have been working for some time. 


Some of our brethren have thought the Journal 
reactionary and lacking in vision. The Journal was 
founded because we knew such plans were brew- 
ing and because we knew that some in our Church 
were unwittingly being brought in line for this 
centralization of ecclesiastical power. Such cen- 
tralization is always dangerous but when the 
power is put in the hands of men, some of whom 
deny or make light of many of the essential doc- 
trines of Christianity, it would be fatal to the 
Christian enterprise. 


Take first of all, Foreign Missions. Evangelical 
Christians were shocked, in 1935, by the program 
presented by “Rethinking Missions.” The foreign 
mission program of this super-Church, _ this 
counterpart of the hierarchy in Rome, will be 
that of “Rethinking Missions.” 


Our Church has every reason to thank God for 
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her foreign mission enterprise; for those who 
direct it here in America and for those who have 
represented her on the fields of the world. It is 
a simple matter of record that the work of our 
Southern Presbyterian missions has been looked 
upon as unexcelled in their respective fields; un- 
excelled in character of work done and in spiritual 
results obtained. Shall control of this work in the 
future be delegated to those whose emphasis will 
be on ‘another gospel’? God forbid. 


What shall the source of our Christian edu- 
cational material be? Already we are finding the 
work of the International Council of Religious 
Education utterly unsatisfactory. At a conference 
held in Chicago by this Council in February one 
of their invited speakers openly, frankly and re- 
peatedly denied the deity of our Lord. Copies of 
His address were later suppressed but an organi- 
zation which would put itself in the position of 
having such a speaker is not deserving of our 
confidence or support. Shall we look to such a 
=, for our Christian literature? God 
forbid! 


Pension funds. Our Church has a pension fund 
and the future of our older ministers is much 
brighter from a financial standpoint than it was in 
years past. If this fund is administered in this 
super-Church by a super-Council one would be 
devoid of imagination if one could not see that 
such power might be used to “keep in line” men 
who otherwise might become restive. Is it wise 
to raise money for God’s work and then turn its 
administration over to such a super-council? We 
sincerely doubt it. 


The Journal would call the attention of its 
readers to the fact that the suggestions which we 
have quoted above are, in this instance, those of 
an individual. But, the plan is one already far 
advanced and only waiting for confirmation by 
those Churches willing to put their necks in the 
noose. 


The North American Council of Churches of 
Christ is the proposed name of this super Council 
and in the May 1943 issue of the Journal the 
dangers of this proposed Council were presented 
in one of the ablest articles this Journal has ever 
published. This was written by Drs. C. Darby 
Fulton, H. Kerr Taylor and J. P. McCallie. 


Brethren, let us truly be as wise as serpents 
and as harmless as doves. It is the duty of the 
Church and of Christians to recognize progress 
and follow those plans which evoke progress. It 
is also our duty to beware of every attempt to 
get the authority, money and power of the Church 
in the hands of a few. The genius of Presby- 
terianism is democracy and we believe this de- 
mocracy is God’s will for us. Beware lest in seek- 
ing to be progressive we find we have, sold the 
birthright of democracy for a mess of tatalitarian 
pottage. —L.N.B. 


Finland 


Finland has earned the right to be called a 
Christian nation as few nations in our times. For 
that reason we Christians should pray for her 
in her cruel dilemma. News stories and magazine 
articles have recently been harshly critical of the 
Finns because they have rejected Russia’s peace 
proposals. 


Finland has been the victim of aggression but, 
despite that fact, Finland is not a defeated na- 


tion. One can but admire the courage and fortitude 
of Finland in this crisis and pray that the God 
in Whom they trust will yet grant them peace 
with freedom and honor. —L.N.B. 


Russia 


Admiration of and enthusiasm for the magnifi- 
cent fight Russia has made against Germany 
should not blind us to certain facts. We believe 
God has used Russia to thwart Germany and we 
thank Him for what this has meant to America. 
At the same time we should remember that Rus- 
sia fought solely to perserve her own national 
integrity, not to aid in maintaining our democracy. 
The dramatic voluntary resignation and self-im- 
posed exile of Captain Victor A. Kravehenko 
of the Russian purchasing commission in Wash- 
ington and his charges against the Russian Gov- 
ernment will bear at least thoughtful considera- 
tion. 


We have profited by Russia’s military genius 
and might. Russia has profited by our lend-Lease 
supplies and by our military pressure and air 
power in the West. Our relations with Russia 
should be realistic enough to avail ourselves of 
the friendship she will give but also realistic 
enough to face the fact that her totalitarism and 
communism are incompatable with Christian de- 
mocracy. Failure to sense this could bring about 
compromises or commitments which would do 
America irreparable harm. For this reason our 
statesmen need the prayers of all Christians, that 
they may have wisdom, discretion’ and judgment 
in the fullest measure. —L.N.B. 


Ecumenicity And 
Church Union 


We urge those interested in Church Union to 
read this month’s installment of Dr. Robinson’s 
fine series on Ecumenicity. Particularly do we call 
your attention to the last three paragraphs. This 
article will be found on Page 14 of this issue. 
In this article Dr. Robinson shows how Protestant 
Ecumenicity has far surpassed so-called Roman 
Catholic Unity in the work being done by the 
forty Protestant denominations in the Belgian 
Congo as compared with that of the “eighty 
different, divergent, and highly competitive bodies 
of Roman Catholic missionaries representing dif- 
ferent theologies, orders, sisterhoods, guilds, and 
congregations of that organizationally united but 
really fissiparous body.” —H.B.D 


————__—._ 2a 


We still have a few copies of the April issue of 
the Journal carrying Major Wells Analysis and 
Criticisms of the Plan of Reunion. These are avail- 
able at 15 for one dollar as long as our supply 
lasts. 


——qw@0o <a o 


We call particular attention to our Young Peo- 
ple’s Program Emphasis for this month. We in- 
vite suggestions and constructive criticisms on 
this department. It is our desire to help in every 
way possible this most important department of 
our Church’s Program. 
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Church Union 


Report Of Rev. Melton Clark, D.D.* 
In our April, 1944, issue of The Journal we called attention to the fact that the 
Permanent Committee on Co-operation and Union was not approving the plan of 
Reunion before its distribution as instructed by the Assembly. We noted further 
that the report of the sub-committee to study and analyze the plan is not being sent 
down to the Church, but instead the comments of the Drafting Committee (all of 
whom were favorable to the plan) are being sent down. We stated that at least 
three members of the Permanent Committee, namely—Major Calvin Wells, of 
Mississippi; Rev. Melton Clark, D.D., of Alabama; and Rev, Robert King, D.D., 
of Appalachia—are in hearty disagreement with this plan on several points. Major 


Wells’ report was printed on Pages 7-18 of the April, 1944, issue of The Journal. 


Foreword 


Since the precedent has been set by others, I 
want to present to any who are interested my 
reasons for objecting to the Proposed Plan of 
Union as submitted by the sub-committee of four 
of the General Assembly’s Committee on Coopera- 
tion and Union. 


When, at the request of the whole committee, 
I prepared this paper, I began the work with 
a very clear cut purpose in my mind to offer sug- 
gested changes in The Proposed Plan of Union. 
After going thoroughly into the Proposed Plan, I 
found that I was up against that which seemed to 
me to be an impossible task, and I came to the 
conclusion that The Proposed Plan of Union 
should be rejected. With this explanation I want 
to submit through your columns my report to 
the committee. —Melton Clark. 


First as to the Concurrent Declarations. I would 
call the attention of the committee to the pro- 
posed General Assembly’s Council. (section 11-12, 
page 13-16.) I urge that these two sections be 
stricken from the Plan of Union. A General Coun- 
cil is an instrument unknown to any Presbvterian 
Church except the Presbyterian Church, U.S.A. 
Its purpose and effect are opposed to the true 
spirit of Presbyterianism. It is an agency for 
arbitrary and despotic control of the church courts 
by a small oligarchy. It results in totalitarian rule 
rather than Democracy. Attention is called to 
chapter 28, sec. 5, p. 133—Form of Government 
(Book of Church Order). The one permanent 
member of this Council is the “stated clerk of the 
General Assembly,” and the position lends itself 
readily to the making of a “Dictator.” 


Second, I would call attention to section 9 of 
the concurrent declarations, Page 12. This seems 
to be a guarantee that in the event of dispute or 
litigation to the property of a particular church 
growing out of the unwillingness on the part of 
any church to enter this union that such dissent- 
ing church could hold its property. This section 9, 
if it means anything, is totally misleading. Anyone 
who is familiar with the Walnut Street Church 
decision in the United States Supreme Court will 
know that it does not require any action of a Gen- 
eral Assembly, Synod, or Presbytery to alienate 
property from a congregation under the circum- 
stances and conditions above referred to. The 
smallest sort of minority who would decide to go 
with the assembly would hold the property, and 
the overwhelming majority who dissented from 


the will of the assembly would be deprived of the 
property. 


—kEditor. 
The Confession Of Faith 


Third, I would recommend the approval of The 
Confession of Faith as set forth in the “Plan of 
Union” pages 20-69 inclusive with this positive 
objection. The proof texts of our Confession of 
Faith have been eleminated. I strongly recom- 
mend that the proof texts be restored. I consider 
it a matter of no small importance that the doc- 
trines that we profess to believe should be shown 
clearly founded upon the Word of God. 


The Declaratory Statement 


Fourth, I recommend the approval of an 
amended declaratory statement as follows: 


The ordination vows of ministers, ruling elders 
and deacons as set forth in the Form of Govern- 
ment, require the acceptance of the Scriptures of 
the Old and New Testaments as being the Word 
of God, the only infallible rule of faith and prac- 
tice and the adoption of the Confession of Faith 
and Catechisms of the Church as containing the 
system of doctrine taught in the Holy Scriptures. 


In accord with prior actions by the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States, the Presby- 
terian Church of the United States authoritatively 
declares as follows: it regards the acceptance of 
the infallible truth and divine authority of the 
Seriptures, and of Christ as very and eternal God 
who became man by being born of a virgin, who 
offered Himself a sacrifice to satisfy divine jus- 
tice and reconcile us to God, who rose from the 
dead with the same body with which He suffered 
and who will return again to judge the world, as 
being involved in the ordination vows to which 
ministers, elders and deacons subscribe. 

And in accord with prior action bv the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States of America, 
the Presbyterian Church of the United States does 
authoritatively declare as follows: 

First, with reference to Chapter III of the Con- 
fession of Faith: that concerning those who are 
saved in Christ, the doctrine of God’s eternal 
decree is held in harmony with the doctrine of 
His love to all mankind, His gift of His Son to be 
the propitiation for the sins of the whole world, 
and His readiness to bestow His saving grace on 
all who seek it. That concerning those who perish, 
the doctrine of God’s eternal decree is held in 
harmony with the doctrine that God desires not 
the death of any sinner, but has provided in Christ 
a salvation sufficient for all, adapted to all, and 
freely offered in the Gospel to all; that men are 
fully responsible for their treatment of God’s 
gracious offer; that His decree hinders no man 
from accepting that offer; and that no man is 
condemned except on the ground of his sin. 

Second, with reference to Chapter X, section 
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Ill, of the Confession of Faith, that it is not to be 
regarded as teaching that any who die in infancy 
are lost. We believe that all dying in infancy are 
included in the election of grace, and are re- 
generated and saved by Christ through the Spirit, 
who works when and where and how He pleases. 

Third, when the Confession of Faith speaks of 
“the inspiration of the Holy Scriptures,” chapter 
1, par. 4-9, p. 30 and 32, it is understood and here- 
by declared to be the belief that God presided 
over the sacred writers in their entire work of 
writing the Holy Scriptures “contained in all the 
books of the Old and New Testaments” (chap. 1 
par. 2) with the design and effect of rendering 
these writings an errorless record of the matters 
he designed them to communicate, and hence con- 
stituting the entire volume in all parts—the Word 
of God, to us. 


We further believe “that the Scriptures not 
only contain, but are the Word of God and hence 
that all their elements and all their affirmations 
are absolutely errorless and binding the faith and 
obedience of men.” And finally the Presbyterian 
Church of the United States heartily accepts the 
declaration of Drs. Warfield and Hodge as to the 
doctrine of inspiration. 


“The traditional view of the age and author- 
ship of a document or of the meaning of a state- 
ment may be traversed, and yet no conflict arise 
with the true doctrine of a strict inspiration. But 
criticism cannot reach results inconsistent with 
the genuineness and authenticity of a document 
judged according to the professions of that docu- 
ment or with the statements or implications of any 
other part of Scripture or incompatible with the 
truth of any passage in the sense of that passage 
arrived at by the correct application of the sound 
principle of historico-grammatical exegesis, with- 
out thereby arraying itself in direct opposition to 
the church doctrine of inspiration.” 


Fifth, The Larger Catechism and the Shorter 
Catechism evidently remain as they are in our 
Confession. 


The Form Of Government 


_ First, I move approval of the Statement of Pre- 
enery Principles which appear in chapter 1, pp 
-79. 


Second, I move that chapters 2-11, pp. 79-88 be 
deleted and chapters 1-14 of the Form of Govern- 
ment of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States be substituted therefore. In chapter 2. p. 
79 entitled “Of Jesus Christ, the Head of the 
Church.” The Headship of our Lord is expressed 
in four brief sections. In chapter II of our Book 
of Church Order, Form of Government, there are 
four sections 8, 9, 10, 11, but a great difference is 
seen on comparing the two. The statements in our 
Book of Church Order are Factual, Complete, and 
Scriptural. The statements in the Proposed Book 
of Church Order are true as far as they go, but 
inadequate and unsatisfactory. 


Third, I would call particular attention to chap- 
ter 5 of the Proposed Plan of Government which 
does not appear in our form of government. 
To chapter 7, par. 2, “the ordinary and perpetual 
officers in the church are bishops or ministers, the 
representatives of the people, usuallv styled ruling 
elders and deacons.” To which statement I regis- 
ter my objection. 

Fourth, Chapter 8 entitled “Of Bishops Or 
Ministers.” This chapter I positively object to. I 
call attention to Section 6 of this chapter, p. 86, 
of Proposed Plan and the last clause which pro- 
poses a radical change in our Book of Church 


Order (see section 38, chapter 9, p. 18) where 
when a minister is appointed to the work of the 
evangelist he is commissioned to preach the Word 
and to administer the Sacraments in foreign coun- 
tries, or frontier settlements, or the destitute part 
of the church, and to him may be entrusted power 
to organize churches and ordain ruling elders 
and deacons. This section, chapter 8, introduces a 
radical change in our form of church government. 
This change is further seen in chapter 9 on the 
Ruling Elder where sections 41 and 43 of our 
book are omitted. 


The crux of the meatter is revealed in Chap- 
ter 15 of the Proposed Plan “On the Election 
and Ordaining of Ruling Elders and Deacons.” 
p. 106. “The members of the church having 
answered this question in the affirmative, by hold- 
ing up their right hands, the minister shall proceed 
to set apart the candidate, with prayer and the 
laying on of his hands to the office of ruling elder 
(or deacon). Prayer being ended, the members of 
the session (or the deacons) shall take the newly 
ordained officer by the hand, saying, in words to 
this effect; “We give you the right hand of fellow- 
ship, to take part of this office with us.” 


I call attention to what our book has to say 
(chapter 26): “The members of the church having 
answered this question in the affirmative, by hold- 
ing up their right hands, the Minister shall proceed 
to set apart the candidate, with prayer and the 
laying on of the hands of the Session to the office 
of ruling elder (or deacon). Prayer being ended 
the members of the Session (and the deacons, if 
the case be that of a deacon) shall take the newly 
ordained officer by the hand, saying, in words 
to this effect: “We give you the right hand of 
fellowship, to take part in this office with us.” 


I further call your attention to chapter 21 of 
the Proposed Plan of Government “Of the Ordina- 
tion and Installation of Ministers,” sec. 7. “The 
people having answered these questions in the 
affirmative, by holding up their right hands, the 
licentiate shall kneel, and the presiding minister 
shall, by prayer and with the laying on of hands of 
the ministers of the presbytery, according to 
apostolic example, solemnly set apart to the holy 
office of the Gospel ministry. Prayer being ended, 
he shall rise from his knees; and the minister 
who presides shall first, and afterwards all the 
ministers of the presbytery in their right order, 
take him by the right hand, saying, in words of 
this effect: We give you the right hand of fellow- 
ship, to take part in this ministry with us.” Note 
—in the ordination of a minister the elders are 
not even invited to shake hands with him and 
welcome him to take part in the ministry. 


Contrast this with our Book of Church Order, 
section 138 on “The Ordination of a Licentiate to 
the Gospel Ministry.” The people having answered 
these questions in the affirmative by holding up 
their right hands, the candidate shall kneel, and 
the presiding minister shall, with prayer and the 
laying on of the hands of the Presbytery, according 
to the apostolic example, solemnly set him apart 
to the holy office of the gospel ministry. 


Incidentally I would call your attention to sec- 
tion, 1, chapter 12 entitled “Of the Presbytery” pp. 
90-91, in the Proposed Plan. Last clause of section 
i—“hence arise the importance and usefulness of 
presbyterial and synodical assemblies. If this chap- 
ter 12 is approved, I move the change of the word 
“assemblies” to the word “courts”. 

Second, chapter 13 “Of the Regional Synod.” I 
call your attention to the language. “As a presby- 
tery is a convention of the bishops and elders with- 
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in a certain district; so a regional synod is a con- 
vention of the bishops and elders of the presby- 
teries within a geographical region including one 
or more states;” I would refer you back to chap- 
ter 8 entitled “Wf the Bishop or Minister” and 
chapter 9 “Of the Ruling Elder,” pp. 85-86. See 
also chapter 14, section 4, page 100, of the Pro- 
posed Plan of Union. “ The General Assembly 
shall consist of an equal delegation of bishops and 
elders from each presbytery.” See chapter 15, “Of 
Election and Ordaining Ruling Elders and Dea- 
eons,” section 6 “the moderator of the session, 
shall confer with him (her) as to his (her) re- 
ligious experience, his (her) knowledge of the 
system of doctrine, government, and discipline 
contained in the Standards of the Church, and the 
duties of the office to which he (she) has been 
elected. If the conference is satisfactory and the 
person indicates his (her) willingness to accept 
the office to which he (she) has been elected, the 
pastor, or moderator of the session if the church 
be vacant, shall appoint a day for his (her) ordi- 
nation,” p. 105. See also p. 106. “And that as 
such he (she) is entitled to all encouragement, 
honor, and obedience in the Lord.” See also section 
8 to the several references to him or her, and sec- 
rein to similar references to his or her and he 
or she. 


It is perfectly obvious that in this Proposed Plan 
for Union these sections referred to—chapters 7, 8, 
9, 15 and 21 set forth the doctrine that there are 
three officers in that church. First, Bishops or 
Ministers—second, the representatives of the peo- 
ple, usually styled ruling elders—and _ third, 
deacons. The Bishop or Minister is declared to be 
an officer separate and distinct from the ruling 
elder and is accorded the honor of being a channel 
of divine unction in ordination, and such honor 
and right is denied the ruling elder. These chap- 
ters teach a doctrine of church officers which is 
contrary to the doctrine that Presbyterians have 
held through the ages. If this Proposed Plan of 
Union should be adopted, Presbyterianism would 
be sabotaged! 


It has been our belief that Presbyterianism is a 
form of church government that is found in the 
Scriptures. It teaches that church power belongs 
to the whole church and that that power is exer- 
cised through legitimate officers and therefore that 
the offices of ruling elders as the Scriptural Pres- 
byters and the representatives of the people is 
not a matter of expediency but an essential ele- 
ment in our system arising out of the nature of 
— and resting on the authority of God’s 

ord. 


The apostolic office of Bishop or Elder is one 
and the same. It was only after the end of the 
first century of the Christian Church that these 
two words, Bishop and Presbytery or Elder, came 
to denote two different offices. In the first century 
the two terms are but different designations of 
the same official. As Bishop Lightfoot has said: 
“It is a fact now generally recognized bv theo- 
logians of all shades of opinion that in_ the 
language of the New Testament the same officer 
in the church is called indifferently bishop and 
elder or Presbyter.” 

There was no official difference originally be- 
tween Bishop and Presbyter (or elder). The only 
difference was in gifts, in labor, in usefulness, in 
influence, or in reward. The Bishop and Presby- 
ter were officially equal in apostolic times. Ruling 
and teaching were two different functions of the 
same office. 

The Proposed Plan of Union is inacceptable in 
many ways. In some instances its declarations are 


—_—== 


objectionable because they are unscriptural and 
in other instances because they are inadequate. As 
an illustration of the latter, see page 206, section 
3. Of the Administration of Baptism to Children— 
Directory for the Worship of God.” Here the fram- 
ers of the Plan of Union have accepted the words 
of the “Form of Infant Baptism” of the Presby- 
terian Church, U.S.A. Now contrast these words 
with what our Book has to say in chapter X, p. 
174. Here the “atonement” is the basis of our 
Faith and the “Covenant” is our warrant. 


And now one word of criticism of “The Book 
of Discipline.” In chapter I “Of Discipline: Its 
nature, purpose and_ subjects,” Section 8— 
“Offense”: 


I object to the definition of an ecclesiastical 
offense here given and request that the definition 
given in our Book of Church Order, paragraph 173, 
be substituted for it. Our Book states the principles 
as set forth by Dr. Thornwell, that an offense the 
proper object of church discipline is nothing but 
what the Word of God condemns as sinful. On the 
other hand The Plan of Reunion makes the Consti- 
tution of the Church a rule to determine offenses 
in addition to the Bible. 


The significance of this new definition is to be 
found in the Studies in the Constitution drawn up 
in 1934 by Dr. William B. Pugh, now stated clerk 
of the USA Assembly and attested for the USA 
Assembly by Dr. Mudge, formerly its Stated Clerk. 
In these studies the high-handed actions of the 
Assemblies of 1837 and 1866 are made the basis 
for sweeping conclusions as to large powers for 
the Assembly. In a volume in the Harvard His- 
torical Publications, Professor Vander Velte shows 
that the 1866 General Assembly was carried by 
the mass psychology of “reconstruction” into con- 
duct and acts unworthy of the dignity of a high 
court of the Lord Jesus Christ. On the basis of a 
bill of attainder passed by the Assembly of 1865 
the Assembly of 1866 declared Dr. Stuart Robinson 
and his associates from Louisville unworthy of 
seats in the Assembly—and that without the 
semblance of a trial. The following year the South- 
ern General Assembly elected the same Dr. Stuart 
Robinson to be Moderator of our Assembly. To 
incorporate into the Plan of Reunion the wide 
powers exercised by the 1866 Assembly in refusing 
to seat Dr. Stuart Robinson is to say that the USA 
Assembly of 1866 with its Gurley ipso facto reso- 
lution dissolving the synods and presbyteries of 
Kentucky and Missouri was right, and that in 
receiving these Presbyterians and honoring their 
leader, Dr. Stuart Robinson, the Southern As- 
sembly was wrong. And let it not be said that we 
are bringing up this old issue. Dr. Pugh helped 
frame the Plan of Reunion and framed it so that 
its definition of an offence would include what 
they had already written into their 1934 Studies 
in the Constitution. In those studies they based 
the powers of the General Assembly in part upon 
this radical action taken by the Assembly of 1866 
in refusing to seat the Louisville Commissioner. 

Most of all we object to this definition of an 
offence because it is an invasion of the Sovereign 
Rights of the Lord Jesus Christ, who is our Lord 
and King. As said the prophet Isaiah, “The Lord 
is our King, the Lord is our Judge, the Lord is 
our Lawgiver.” Moreover, our Lord Jesus Christ 
endorsed the teaching of the same prophet that 
to teach for doctrines the commandments of men 
is to offer a vain worsip to God. 


*Pastor of the First Presbyterian Church, Annis- 
ton, Ala, 


wt - i te ne ae oD) 


— ot te OSU 


eh OO eet et 


ee ee ee ee eee ee ee ee ne) ee 









ee ee a 


n 





June 1944 





THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 








What’s Your Hurry? 


By Rev. Samuel McP. Glasgow, D.D.* 


Text: “Therefore thus saith the Lord God, 
Behold, I lay in Zion for a foundation a stone, a 
tried stone, a precious corner stone, a sure foun- 
dation: he that believeth shall not make haste.” 


Go out and look at the Grand Canyon, the 
canvas of the centuries—vast, silent, colossal, 
etched and painted in blended beauty by the ages. 
What’s your hurry? Look at the great mountains 
with their blue haze, hoary with the years— 
quiet, majestic giants that have looked down upon 
the fretted haste and hurry of man and the dust 
of traffic for untold centuries. What’s your hurry? 


Look at all the animal life about you. They 
have repose that rebukes us poor humans. Even 
the birds that live a day at a time take time to 
sing. 


“Said the Robin to the Sparrow 
‘I should really like to know, 
Why these anxious human beings 
Rush about and worry so.’ 


“Said the Sparrow to the Robin 
‘Friend, I think that it must be, 

That they have no heavenly Father 
Such as cares for you and me.’ ” 


Go out tonight and look up at the stars. Note that 
the light that falls upon your eyes has come 
countless millions of miles through the centuries 
on its journey. As you look up at the stars, re- 
member your fathers, your forefathers, George 
Washington at Valley Forge, William the Silent 
in the days that tested his soul, the great Caesar 
Augustus, JESUS of Nazareth, Isaiah from whom 
we quote, Moses, and Abraham—all looked up at 
these same stars. What’s your hurry? 


Look out at your fellow-men. On every hand 
there is suffering and sorrow. The values in life 
are changed over night. Things madly sought yes- 
terday are forgotten when life is stricken. The 
wild drive for money has lost it motive as some 
little life, or some noble wife is called away. Our 
life is a rush and noise; our life is a race and a 
bang. So little time for sweet, happy fellowship 
in the homes. The hours are congested and cramped 
with high pressure activities. What’s it all about? 
Business, pleasure, honor, power? In a single hour 
these may turn to dust in our hands. We would 
gladly give them all to have that one life back. 
What’s your hurry? 


Look into your own soul. The great yearnings, 
majesties, capacities within you can never be 
satisfied by the things for which you are panting 
and fretting. What the soul of us needs is not a 
mansion, is not an automobile, is not a yacht, is 
not a trip to Europe, is not a georgous gown 
and sparkling gems. What our soul needs is not 
a round of pleasure and riot. What our soul needs 
is GOD. What’s your hurry? “He that believeth 
shall not be in haste.” He that believeth shall not 


be in any hurry, fussed, fretted, confused, de- 
feated. 





“Not so in haste, my heart, Have faith in God 
and wait; 

Although He linger very long, He never comes too 
late. 

He never comes too late; He knoweth what is best; 

Vex not thyself today in vain, Until He cometh, 
rest. 

Until He cometh, rest, Nor grudge the hours that 
roll; 

The feet that patient wait for God, Are soonest 
at the goal. 

Are soonest at the goal, That is not gained by 
speed; 

Then hold thee still, my anxious heart, For I 
shall wait His lead.” 


This is the age of speed. The war pressure is 
feverish. We are traffic minded. There is a rush 
and a bang on every side. The soul of us wearies 
for a quiet spot. This BOOK has the medicine that 
we need. While this Book is vibrant with life 
which is radiant, it is a Book of rest, of “Green 
Pastures and Still Waters.” It is a Book of pro- 
found ‘“‘peace’’. 


Someone has said that the Patron Saint of this 
age is not Saint Peter nor Saint Paul, but Saint 
Vitus. With all life’s dizzy whirl, we are liable to 
lose the greatest, deeper, persisting values. Why 
be in a rush if you are only travelling toward the 
cemetery, to that silent, windowless chamber of 
death. What’s your hurry, anyway? If on the con- 
trary you are a believer in the great, calm, suf- 
ficient Christ? ‘‘He that believeth shall not be in 
haste.’”’ We don’t need to do both. Faith means 
fullness; trust means contentment; means triumph 
linked with God. Why should we be overborne, 
undernourished, constantly hectic? Listen to the 
Prophet: God is seeking to stay the quiet con- 
fidence of His people upon Himself forevermore. 
The Lord Jehovah saith: “Behold, I lay in Zion 
for a foundation a stone, a tried stone, a precious 
corner stone, a sure foundation.” Thus Isaiah 


-looked through the centuries and saw the coming 


Christ, and he turns as a figure to the great mas- 
sive stones of the Temple, some of which in Solo- 
mon’s Temple measured thirty-eight feet long and 
weighed more than one hundred tons. 

He says that this Stone is tried; through the 
centuries it has been submitted to the acid test. 
This matchless Christ, this Crystal Christ has met 
every testing. Others have risen, but have fallen. 
He alone is central and controlling today. He is a 
tried stone. Isaiah further declares that He is a 
precious stone. He is unique. He is beyond price. 
There is none other. It is Christ or defeat and 
hopeless despair. Yea, He is a precious stone. The 
Prophet declares still further that He is a sure 
foundation stone. There are some elements of life 
in which we must have certainty, concerning which 
we must have assurance. Without this assurance 
all the deeper, greater values of life are lost. 
Isaiah, trying to quiet men, trying to rest the soul 
of us, speaking to the faithful says: “This is a 
sure stone.” You remember the tragic contrast 
between the man who built his house upon the 
sand, and the man who built his house upon the 
rock. 


Page 12 





THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


June 1944 








When we believe, when we have faith, when we 
have faith in God, everything is different. Any- 
thing that is right and good may happen. Paul 
says: “I know whom I have believed.” Then he 
rests in the ableness of Jesus to keep. “Other 
foundation can no man lay than is laid, which is 
Christ Jesus.”’ When faith fades and goes out, 
heaven loses its reality and peace. Think of the 
quietness, the insouciance of Jesus. He was never 
fretted; He was never restless. In the busiest life 
that mortal ever lived, there was not one hectic 
hour. In storm, surrounded by a frenzied mob, 
in humiliation unspeakable, in the Garden, on the 
Cross—never in a hurry. He was never spent or 
hard driven. There in the supreme hour when He 
arose as conqueror over death, we find that he 
left the grave clothes in perfect order. The un- 
hurried Christ! 


God has laid a Stone—a foundation for every 
faithful life. He is a stone tried, precious, assured. 
“He that believeth shall not be in haste.” 


In solemn contrast these words ring out from 
the Record: “‘There is no peace saith my God, to 
the wicked.”’ Restlessness is the very genius of sin. 
The heart made for God cannot rest apart from 
Him. Voltaire, the world’s greatest infidel, on his 
death bed said to his infidel friends: “‘Begone, I 
say, your applause has brought me to my present 
condition. What a wretched glory I have come 
to.” The day he died he turned his face to the 
wall and cried out: “O Christ, O Lord Jesus, I 
must die abandoned of God and man.” Poor Vol- 
taire—no rest! Tom Paine, the infidel, died in 
great agony in June, 1809. He cried out as he 
caught the glimpse of the other country, “O Lord, 
God, help me, what have I done to suffer so? Stay 
with me. Don’t leave me alone. I can’t bear to be 
alone.”” He had predicted that there would be no 
Bibles twenty-five years after the Age of Reason. 
Poor fellow, he needed a refuge. Pitiable, tragic, 
no rest! David Hume, the great agnostic, born at 
Edinburgh 1711, died there in 1776, said to 
Alexander on his death bed: “There is a GOD, but 
I have found it out too late, too late.”’ No rest! 
No rest! Over all the welter and chaos of life 
comes a note of peace and quiet restfulness. “Our 
God is sufficient for these things.” “He set my 
feet in a large place.” Plenty of room. Ample and 
adequate are God’s provisions. “The trees. of God 
are full of sap.” “The river of God is full of 
water’—no cramped limitations upon our God. 
He is abundantly able, and He is our Father. 
What’s your hurry? 


“The Lord is my shepherd; I shall not want. 
He maketh me to lie down in green pastures: He 
leadeth me beside the still waters. He restoreth 
my soul: He leadeth me in the paths of righteous- 
ness for His name’s sake. Yea, though I walk 
through the valley of the shadow of death, I 
will fear no evil: for thou art with me: thy rod 
and thy staff they comfort me. Thou preparest 
a table before me in the presence of mine enemies: 
thou anointest my head with oil; my cup runneth 
over. Surely goodness and mercy shall follow me 
all the days of my life: and I will dwell in the 
house of the Lord for ever.” 


What’s your hurry? 


“Dear Lord and Father of mankind, Forgive our 
fev’rish ways! 


Reclothe us in our rightful mind, In purer lives 
Thy service find, in deeper rev’rence praise. 
In simple trust like theirs who heard, Beside the 

Syrian sea, 

The gracious calling of the Lord, Let us, like them, 
without a word, Rise up and follow Thee. 

O Sabbath rest by Galilee! O calm of hills above! 

Where Jesus knelt to share with thee The silence 
of eternity, 

Interpreted by love. 

Drop Thy still dews of quietness, Till all our 
strivings cease! 

Take from our souls the strain and stress, And 
let our ordered lives confess The beauty of 
Thy peace. 

Breathe tho’ the heats of our desire Thy coolness 
and Thy balm! 

Let sense be dumb, let flesh retire: Speak thro’ 
the earthquake, wind and fire, O still small 
voice of calm.” 


If you believe: What’s your hurry? 


*Pastor of the Independent Presbyterian Church, 
Savannah, Ga. 


PROTECTION 


Beneath the blood-stained lintel I with my chil- 
dren stand; 


A messenger of evil is passing through the land. 

There is no other refuge from the destroyer’s face; 

Beneath the blood-stained lintel shall be our 
hiding-place. 


My Saviour, for my dear ones I claim Thy promise 
true; 

The Lamb is “for the household’”—the children’s 
Saviour too. 

On earth the little children once felt Thy touch 
divine; 

Beneath the blood-stained lintel Thy blessing give 
to mine. 


O Thou who gave them, guard them—those way- 
ward little feet, 

The wilderness before them, the ills of life to 
meet. 

My mother-love is helpless, I trust them to Thy 
care! 

Beneath the blood-stained lintel, Oh, keep me ever 
there! 


The faith I rest upon Thee Thou wilt not dis- 
appoint; 

With wisdom, Lord, to train them my shrinking 
heart anoint. 

Without my children, Father, I cannot see Thy 
face; 

I plead the blood-stained lintel, Thy covenant of 
grace. 


Oh, wonderful Redeemer, who suffered for our 
sake, 

When O’er the guilty nations the judgment storm 
shall break, 

With joy from that safe shelter may we then meet 
Thine eye, 

Beneath the blood-stained 
Lord, and I. 


lintel, my children, 


—Caroline L. Goodenough. 
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Is The Genesis Account Of The Creation Of Man 
History Or Legend? 


By Rev. B. C. Patterson, D.D.* 


Jesus, the Creator, and the apostles refer to it as 
a fact. Opposed to the historical account of Genesis 
is a mass of circumstantial testimony. The worldly 
man is glad to agree that the Genesis story is not 
«true history. And many Christian students find 
themselves confused and persuaded to make some 
mental compromise that enables them to say that 
they believe the Genesis account. 


Let us briefly review some of the findings of the 
best scholars of today. In the days of the childhood 
of Geology and Paleontology man was boldly 
shown with a pedigree running back thousands 
or millions of years. As the species changed thru 
the eras they say man’s form became gorilloid and 
in 1891 the earliest ‘erect man’ was found by Dr. 
DuBose in Java whither he went purposely seek- 
ing the ‘missing link’. He found the portion of a 
skull which has been named ‘the Trinil man.’ 


Next in Germany a huge jaw-bone was found 
with the teeth all in place. The “Heidelberg man” 
was named from this. Also in England portions 
of skulls with protruding brows and flat fore- 
heads were found and called ‘the Spy Man’ and 
the ‘Piltdown Man.’ Later the ‘Neanderthal’ skull 
with receding forehead and prognathous jaws 
turned up in the Neander valley in Germany. From 
mere detached fragments these creatures were 
described and portrayed in the museums of the 
world as crouching bestial man, whose faces and 
forms as they were traced down through the ages 
grew more and more like the present day man. 
However on account of the formation of the brain 
cavity they were still considered to be non- 
rational beasts. Later many skeletons of men were 
found whose physical development was seen to be 
very superior even stronger and with a larger 
head than men of today. This race was called the 
Cromagnon. It is recognized today as one of the 
early races of man and was widely distributed. 


With these specimens classified to suit the 
theory, those who did not accept the Genesis ac- 
count of creation thought that they had found 
a natural evolution of man without any such break 
as would be called for in creation. 


After more experienced men have studied the 
Trinil and other pieces of skull before the Nean- 
derthal they have come to the conclusion that 
these are most likely not human relics at all but 
only gorilloid specimens. The enormous and much 
publicised Heidelberg jaw has especially fallen 
from glory. It would not have been regarded as a 
human relic at all except for the teeth, which 
looked like human teeth. It has now been shown 
that the diastemata were present in the jaw, and 
normally man and only man has no such spaces 
between his teeth. 

As noted above the Neanderthal Man was for- 
merly classified as belonging to the unreasoning 
beings below man. Unfortunately for old theories 
skeletons of this type have turned up in surprising 
numbers from Europe, Africa, the Near East, and 
even Peking, and the proof that they were able 
and reasoning men is overwhelming. About ten 
years ago Dr. Black, the geologist of the Peking 
University, sent one of his assistants to watch 
for fossils in a quarry thirteen miles west of 
Peking. To their great delight they found a skull 
portruding from a rock broken loose in the blast- 
ing. Later, the tools the fossil man used were 


found, and then surprisingly six or eight heads of 
infants were found nearby. Each little skull had 
been crushed in from the top. With these was a 
stick of a Judas tree with one end burned. Pale- 
onto] ogists from the West hurried to Peking. 
They identified the skull as belonging to the Nean- 
derthal or a similar early stock that had formerly 
been classified as non-rational. This man may have 
been cruel but he was certainly a rational and 
able man, with capabilities comparing well with 
those of present day man. 

Within the last few years a more surprising 
story comes to us from Palestine. Books, reports 
and bulletins tell us of the hundreds and even 
thousands of portions of human skeletons that 
have been unearthed. The oldest encased in soft 
stone, and from the lowest layers in the caves 
on Mount Carmel and elsewhere. The highest 
from the lowest strata Neanderthal. These ancient 
present day authorities have pronounced those 
men showed great artistic and mechanical ability: 
etching, carving, painting, and using bone and 
stone tools. If one were to clothe the Neanderthal 
man with a Mongolian dress he would no longer 
appear to be a crouching brute but a common 
specimen of the present day Mongolian race. 

As far as we know, man begins here. The apes 
gorillas, creatures that lived before him and are 
physically like him are not recognized as his 
ancestors. Here we have man appearing out of 
nowhere, for the specimens of skulls named above 
are considered forms of gorilloid-like creatures and 
non-rational. To explain the similarities in struc- 
ture between man and the ape family, it is as- 
sumed that they had a common ancestor from 
which they descended in different lines. But we 
know nothing of the line from which man de- 
scended. Luke tells us that the unknown ancestor 
is God. If, as some wish to say, God took one of 
these non-rational ape forms and breathed His 
breath into it so that it became a living soul, it 
would still meet the conditions of true history, 
for man’s physical constituents would still be the 
“dust of the ground.” However this is not the most 
natural interpretation of the words which seem 
to declare a de novo creation. It has to be ad- 
mitted that Adam’s lineal forebear is unknown, 
and man with a soul and powers of reason, is the 
outright work of God. We know of no previously 
existing creature that qualifies as man’s ancestor. 

There are several points that need considera- 
tion. 

1. Flints. Some geologists claim that there are 
flaked flints found belonging to man living before 
the Neanderthal Man arose. However these broken, 
undressed flakes cannot certainly be said to be 
man’s work as they are found anywhere in this 
broken shape. 

2. Primates. It was formerly believed that differ- 
ent races were descended from different primates, 
such as the ape, lemur, etc. (Hitler sold his follow- 
ing on this super-race idea.) However today after 
subjecting the supposed inferior races to every 
known test scholars unanimously agree that man 
had but one ancestor and that he began life in 
southwest Asia somewhere. 

3. Chronology. It should be added that the period 
that has elapsed since man appeared on the earth 
is not definite. Geology probably makes it appear 
longer than the Bible account allows. There is 
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evidence that man lived in Europe during the 
last ice age. That was formerly considered to 
be between 10,000 and 100,000 years ago. Later 
scholars guess between 10,000 and 40,000 years 
ago. This is still quite indefinite. This 10,000 years 
may be reduced yet further. An unsatisfactory 
effort is being made in Sweden and New Eng- 
land to count the mud layers made by the re- 
ceding ice of the ice-age, in its annual meltings. 
However there is today no trustworthy estimate 
of the time since the ice left that part of Europe 
where the relics of man have been found. 


To add to the uncertainty the Hebrew, Greek 
and Samaritan versions of the Bible each has a 
different chronology for the era before Christ. 
They range from 3,485 to 6,984 B.C. which shows 
clearly that the record has been copied differently 
somewhere. So today we should with-hold judg- 
ment on the question of Chronology. We can only 
say that scientific findings are drawing closer to 
a scriptural chronology. 


4. Eve. Evolutionists do not admit miracles and 
so deny the scriptural account of Eve’s creation. 
Of course we should not interpret things as 
miracles that are not so meant. However the state- 
ment of Eve’s creation is historical in form and 
definitely included with other historical state- 
ments of the creation. And too, it is so regarded 
by the apostle Paul and Jesus the creator. 





—$<——— 


To argue that Jesus as a man did not know, is 
an unjustified assumption for what as a man he 
did not know he said that he did not know, and 
what he taught he said he learned from the 
Father. And besides there are good psychological 
reasons for the miracle. It was meant to teach 
the race that man and wife are a harmonious unit 
and not to be separated. They were to be a symbol 
of God’s union with his people. How else could 
unlettered early man have had this lesson so 
effectively taught. History shows us that man 
even with this lesson yielded to his corrupt desires 
and brought destruction on the race. To deny Eve’s 
creation is to disparage the forthright honesty of 
both Jesus and Paul who declare the source of 
their teachings. 


Finally the more we know of God’s works in 
nature the more his “everlasting power and di- 
vinity appears.” And the harmony between his 
revealed word and his works grows clearer. 


Belief in a self-acting evolution dims allegiance 
to God, exalts man’s pride, darkens family life 
and promotes license, discord and divorce. 


We are pleased that the so-called scientific basis 
for doubting the history of Genesis crumbles. The 
proud Titanic went down before a cold fact. 


*Staunton, Va. 








Ecumenicity 


(Continued From Previous Issues) 
By Prof. Wm. C. Robinson, D.D.* 


This is the third in this series by Dr. Robinson. A careful reading of the entire 
article will do much to clarify the mind with reference to the whole question of 


Church Union and Unity. 


III. The Recognition of the Multiformity of the 
Constituent Parts of the Body of Christ, the 
Branches of the one Vine. 


When one gets beyond the recognition of the 
unity of the Church in Christ, of its presence here 
when believers gather in His Name to hear His 
Word and administer His sacraments, there is 
great diversity among Christians as to government, 
discipline, and forms of worship. There is no agree- 
ment among us as to which of these other matters 
concern the esse or the bene esse of the Church, 
as to which are de jure divino or de jure humano. 
Accordingly, the position of this paper is that the 
unity of the Church of God in Christ is recog- 
nized by the acceptance of all those who observe 
these two marks: the Word and the sacraments. 
Consequently, it is not essential to true ecumenicity 
to have a compact governmental unity. Rather the 
multiform manifestations of the Church ought to 
cultivate Christian love, mutual consideration, 
brotherly cooperation in all their official relations 
one to another. Particularly between Christian or- 
ganizations let us do justly, love mercy, and walk 
humbly with our God. This sense of unity in Christ 
may be expressed in local communities by Chris- 
tian councils, in the world by the World Council 
of Churches, and in nations or continents by appro- 
priate councils, in all of which the autonomy of 
the cooperating ecclesiastical organizations and the 
authority of each to direct its own missionary and 
educational work may properly be reserved. 


—FEditor. 


It is manifestly impossible to effect an organi- 
zational unity of the Body of Jesus Christ without 
limit of time and space in this present evil world. 
It is commonly recognized that the efforts of the 
Classis of Amsterdam to keep the Dutch Reformed 
and the German Reformed Churches in the Ameri- 
can Colonies dependent on the mother Church 
hampered growth. Our mission boards today are 
striving to give the younger Churches the fullest 
amount of autonomy. If one could erase the differ- 
ences of space and organize a compact world 
Church tomorrow, he would not thereby erase 
the many different organizations through which 
the Body of Christ has manifested itself in history. 


A broad view of history does not show that 
organizational unity has been generally true of 
Christendom. In the East one remembers the 
several patriarchates and the latter autocephalous 
Churches of the Balkans and of Russia. The rivalry 
between old Rome and “New Rome” as to which 
should be the ecumenical patriarchate caused the 
schism between the East and the West. The 
Protestant Church has, of course, had many 
autonomous organizations due to differences in 
doctrines, national lines, politics, relations of 
church and state, temperaments, social structures, 
and economic interests. Within organizational units, 
such as the Church of Rome and the Church of 
England, fissues are evident in history and in the 
mission field. In the Supreme Court of Natal, one 
daughter of the Church of England, “the Church 
of the Province,” is now suing another daughter 
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of the Church of England, “the Church of Eng- 
land” for the possession of some seventy mission 
stations and churches.* 


Some writers assume that the Early Church was 
an organizational unit for a thousand years. A 1940 
article states that “the Church remained undivided 
for the first twelve hundred years of its life.” It 
is not evident, however, that the Church had a 
compact governmental unity or complete uni- 
formity in government and practice even in the 
first century. Heussi and Walker speak of the 
hitherto independent or relatively independent 
congregations being knit into an effective union 
first in the Ancient Catholic Church of the second 
century (Walker, A History of the Christian 
Church, p. 59; Heussi, Kompendium der Kirchen- 
geschichte, 1930, p. 49). Purves holds that the 
churches founded by Paul after the Jerusalem 
Council were separate societies who owned the 
superiority of no other church, though all were 
united in one great spiritual body in Christ. (The 
Apostolic Age, p. 152). According to E. F. Scott, 
Paul’s object was to form wherever he went “a 
community representing in its own locality the 
indissoluble Church of Christ” and to enlist these 
communities in active cooperation (The Nature of 
the Early Church, pp. 148, 167). Schmidt discerns 
that it is not the addition of the individual congre- 
gations which forms the whole congregation, nor 
that the whole congregation is divided into indi- 
vidual congregations, but that each congregation 
no matter how small represents the assembly of 
God in Christ. Hence, it is not correct to speak of 
the Corinthian Church, but of the Church of 
Corinth, or of the Church as it is in Corinth (Th. 
W-b. z| N. T., III, 508). 


Since the monarchial episcopate was earlier in 
Asia Minor than in Greece or Rome, there was not 
complete governmental uniformity in the early 
second century. Moreover, the object of the more 
definite consolidation of the Ancient Catholic 
Church was neither organizational unification for 
its own sake, nor for the sake of a threefold min- 
istry. In order to safeguard the holy deposit of 
Divine truth, the faith once for all delivered to 
the Saints, the second century Church solidified 
the three norms of orthodoxy into the “apostolic” 
baptismal creed, the “apostolic” canon of Scrip- 
ture, and the “apostolic” office. This greater ad- 
ministrative unification did not prevent schism be- 
tween Rome and Asia Minor over the date of 
Easter in the second century, or over rebaptism in 
the third. In these early centuries we also find 
the schisms of Hippolytus at Rome, of Felicissimus 
at Carthage, of Novatian at Rome, of Meletius in 
Egypt, of Donatus in North Africa, of the Ebion- 
ites, of the Montanists, and the Marcionites. 


During the period of the first seven ecumenical 
councils there were five periods of schism between 
Rome and Constantinople embracing a total of over 
two hundred years. These divisions are: 


a? Over Athanasius and Arianism from 343 to 
, is condemnation of Chrysostom from 404 
) , 


, _— Acacius and the Henoticon from 484 
0 . 


(4) Over Monotheletism from 640 to 681. 
(5) Over the question of images from 727 to 787. 





ann Sunday School Times, January 16, 1943, 
Pp. ‘ ° 









In the ninth century the differences between 
Rome and Constantinople led to a crucial schism 
at which time Photius formulated his differences 
with Nicholas I into charges of heresy. On the basis 
of these differences the legates of Pope Leo IX 
laid the edict of excommunication on the high 
altar at St. Sophia in 1054. Since that time there 
was a kind of reunion in the thirteenth century 
when a crusade “ran amuck” and set up a Latin 
Empire at Constantinople whose patriarch was 
subject to Pope Innocent III, and a brief fifteenth- 
century reunion forced by the threat of the Turks, 
which was promptly abrogated when Constanti- 
nople fell. 


Furthermore, the first ecumenical councils were 
great doctrinal decisions which ended in the ex- 
communication of those holding heretical views 
and resulted in the organization of schismatic 
Churches, such as the Nestorian, the Jacobite, the 
Gregorian, the Coptic, the Ethiopic, and the 
Maroite Churches. Ulfilas reached the Goths and 
other Germanic tribes with schismatic Arian 
Christianity. The fifth ecumenical council resulted 
in schism in North Italy. About 650 there were 
three separate forms of Christianity in Britain, the 
British, the Celtic, and the Roman Catholic. Thus 
the claim that the Church was undivided until 
either 1054 or 1230 can not stand close inspection. 


It is not evident to all that denominational 
amalgamation will promote the progress of the 
Church in the world. President A. R. Wentz, one 
of the fourteen churchmen appointed to organize 
the World Council of Churches, concluded a re- 
view of many volumes advocating such unification 
thus: “After having waded through these fourteen 
volumes and many more of earlier date, I am 
convinced that from the point of view of the his- 
torian and from the point of view of those who 
want most speedily to Christianize the world and 
all human relationships, the organizational union 
of Christendom or even Protestantism is neither 
feasible nor expedient nor desirable.’ 


Holding that “the denominations are the Church 
of Jesus Christ in America,” Rev. Jay S. Stovall 
offers considerations to show that more people are 
employed in full-time Christian service and more 
people are reached for Christ by denominations 
than by a standardized church. If we were to 
merge only these denominations which adhere to 
the Federal Council we would still have “a con- 
glomerate mixture of people who will get along 
better and accomplish more in their separate houses 
than when crowded together in one domicile.’’’ 
Dr. Clarence E. Macartney, former Moderator of 
the Presbyterian General Assembly, sees “no great 
contribution to the work of the Kingdom of God 
in the external drawing together of Protestant 
denominations” and has “a distrust of those move- 
ments towards church unity which is to be ac- 
complished by the surrender of Christian truth, 
or by the subsidence of vital Christian convic- 
tion.”’ According to the Rev. N. J. Monsma, 
“Christ prepares the one holy catholic Church for 
Himself not by ignoring the existing denomina- 
tions, but through them.’’? 


6Wentz, A. R., The Lutheran Church Quarterly, 
IV, 1, p. 90. 
7Stovall, J. S. The Utopia of Unity, pp. 69, 91. 


8Macartney, C. E., How My Mind Has Changed 
In This Decade, The Christian Century. 


.9Monsma, N. J. The Trial of Denominationalism, 


pp. 104, 109. 
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The first essential of business may be its big- 
ness, and the amalgamation of corporations may 
be essential to small pro rata overhead expenses. 
But the first condition for success in the Church 
is confidence. It is not the largest church organi- 
zations in the United States which lead in per 
capita giving for benevolence. The first place is 
generally held by the United Presbyterian Church, 
last year the leadership went to the Southern Pres- 
byterian Church. It is not that these smaller bodies 
have more money, but that being smaller they 
naturally have closer contacts with and, as a result, 
more confidence in those who administer the be- 
nevolent funds. 


According to Dr. Benson Y. Landis, the Presby- 
terian Church, U. S. increased 21.2 percent from 
1926 to 1941-2, while in the same period the Pres- 
byterian Church, U.S.A. grew 4.9 percent. Further, 
a study of the Minutes of the General Assemblies 
of the Presbyterian Church in the United States 
of America and of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States for the years 1938 to 1942 shows 
that the latter had a net gain of seven congre- 
gations while the former had a net loss of 209 
congregations. In the year 1942 the Presbyterian 
Church in the United States organized 28 churches 
and dissolved 10, while in the same year the Pres- 
byterian Church in the United States of America 
. organized 17 churches and dissolved 65. The Pres- 

byterian Church in the United States of America 
is approximately four times as large as the Presby- 
terian Church in the United States. The larger 
body carries on home mission work through a 
centralized Board of National Missions, the smaller 


organization promotes a program of decentralized 
home mission activity. 


In talks with missionaries and in the study of 
books on the Belgium Congo I had occasion to 
compare the foreign mission situation as con- 
ducted by the Protestant denominations with that 
done by the organizationally united Roman Catho- 
lic Church. There are about forty Protestant or- 
ganizations working in the Congo. These missions 
have divided the Congo among themselves so that 
there is not any overlapping. The converts of one 
group join the other when they move into the 
territory of another. The Southern Presbyterian 
Mission loaned to the Methodist Mission a number 
of native workers to enable them to open up their 
mission. The Protestant missions hold a yearly con- 
ference (Congo Protestant Council) and have elect- 
ed a single secretary to represent them in all 
matters before the Belgian Government. They have 
a school open to the children of all missionaries, 
use some common literature and two common 
printing presses. They exchange medical help and 
are always on the alert to cooperate with and aid 
one another. In this same territory there are al- 
most eighty different, divergent, and highly com- 
petitive bodies of Roman Catholic missionaries 
representing different theologies, orders, sister- 
hoods, guilds, and congregations of that organi- 
zationally united but really fissiparous body. The 
tension between these competing groups is some- 
times so strong that they do not associate with one 
another when they come out on the same ship. 
Instead of assuming that the multiformity of the 
denominations obscures our witness to the truth 
of the Christian revelation, might not one consider 
the possibility that these denominations rather 
supplement that witness? If one were sufficiently 
wise, might he not see that each of the great 
branches magnifies an essential truth that other- 
wise might not have been recognized by the whole, 


that their many melodies melt into one symphony 
of praise? All truth is in the Triune God, but which 
of us is large enough to grasp the wholeness of the 
faith He has revealed? Thus may we not see that 
the Greek Church has emphasized the mysticism 
of the Holy Spirit, the Roman Church the 
catholicity of the Church, the Lutheran Church 
the Gospel of justification by faith alone, the Epis- 
copal Church the beauty and dignity of worship, 
the Moravian Church the wounds of Christ, the 
Methodist Church the salvation of souls, the Bap- 
tist Church regeneration, the Disciples the dis- 
tinction between faith and opinion, the Reformed 
or Presbyterian Church the duty of keeping the 
God-concept in the center of religious thinking? 


“The task of the Church is to bear witness to 
the principalities and powers of the infinite di- 
versity of the wisdom of God” (Eph. 3:10). “In this 
diversity are revealed the unsearchable riches of 
Christ. The unity which God commands, and 
towards which He leads us, is not uniformity. 
Unity is the harmony of all the various witnesses, 
the different fruits of all the living manifestations 
of the Spirit growing on the same trunk which is 
Christ” (Pastor Jean Cadier of France, pp. 81-82). 


Where freedom is denied to at least a certain 
amount of multiformity in development, the work 
of Christ is curtailed and His hold on that country 
weakened. In France the Revocation of the Edict 
of Nantes signalized the downfall of the Protestant 
form of the Church in France. The closing of Port 
Royal and the suppression of the Jansenist crushed 
Roman Catholic Augustinianism. Ere long Madam 
Guyon was imprisoned and Quietist statements 
condemned. Finally, the Jesuits who had inspired 
these earlier attacks were themselves expelled in 
1764, and France, left with only one permissible 
form of the Church, abolished Christianity. One 
might also seriously consider whether the main- 
tenance of only one strong Church has had a part 
in the state attack on Christianity in Russia and 
in Mexico. 


A. H. Newman suggests that the rise of denomi- 
nations in Germany in the seventeenth and eight- 
eenth centuries, as in England, might have lifted 
the religious life of the nation and have averted 
the triumph of rationalism.!" 


The Roman Catholic city of Buenos Aires and 
the Protestant City of Philadelphia are of similar 
size; but the Roman Catholic Church is in a much 
more flourishing and vigorous condition with more 
congregations, nospitals, schools and other ex- 
pressions of life in the North American city where 
the Protestant element is stronger than in the 
South American one where the Protestant ele- 
ment is almost nil. On a broader survey there is 
reason to think that the work of Protestant 
missions in Latin America is stimulating the 
Roman Catholic hierarchy to more interest in, and 
redoubled efforts to promote, the Christian faith 
in these countries. 


In the face of the Donatists and their radical 
wing, the Circumcelliones, Augustine held that 
separation from the visible unity of the Catholic 
Church was proof of a lack of love. On the other 
hand one of our ablest ministers, Dr. A.-M. Fraser 
stated, “That it is the confounding of the Visible 
and the Invisible Churches and the insistence on 
the expression of church unity in a visible form 


10The New Schaff-Herzog Encyclopedia, IX, 64. 
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that has caused the unhappy strife and bitter 
animosities of church history.”!! Without insisting 
that either of these statements is to be pressed, 
one who talks about returning to the measure of 
visible unity that existed in Western Europe prior 
to the Reformation ought to remember the price 
at which that organizational unity was attained, 
persecutions, inquisitions, crusades against heretics 
and schismatics, and the price at which its in- 
tolerable position was ultimately broken, wars, 
dragonades, massacres, exiles, stakes, imprison- 
ments, forced service in mines. When one thinks 
of Protestant amalgamations he ought not to forget 
the breaches of Christian love, the impositions 
upon freedom of conscience, and the bitternesses 
engendered by the loss of church property. Con- 
crete evidence of this statement may be found in 
three Presbyterian bodies which have been created 
by such mergers: the Free Church of Scotland as 
a result of the United Free Church merger, the 
continuing Presbyterian Church of Canada as a 
result of the Presbyterian-Methodist-Congregational 
merger, and the Cumberland Presbyterian Church 
left from the Cumberland merger with the Pres- 
byterian Church in the United States of America. 
In the one last named it is reported that many 
of the merged congregations have suffered or are 
defunct because the former Cumberland groups, 
accustomed to paying small wages to preachers 
who supported themselves by daily labor in other 
tasks, were unable to meet the minimum wage re- 
quirement of the Presbyterian Church in the 
United States of America for educated ministers. 


Then, there are those who question whether a 
universal organization will mean liberty to wor- 
ship God according to the dictates of one’s con- 
science. The conscience of one Christian is not 
always in accord with the conscience of another 
Christian. Rev. John C. Williams of the United 
Presbyterian Church holds that a universal or- 
ganization “will create in Protestantism a Hier- 
archy equal to that of the Roman Catholic Church 
in order to force upon its people its thought, forms 
and law,” and will issue in either an alliance or a 
coalition with Rome.!2 In that connection one 
must consider the letter of the Belgian Benedictine 
Prior to the Edinburgh Conference and the quali- 
fied defense of the Council of Trent’s anathema 
against Protestantism’s sola fide in Archbishop 
Temple’s Presidential Address.* Freedom for a 
Syrian Orthodox Metropolitan to lead the worship 
of a universal organization in the intercession of 
the Virgin Mary, of her parents, of the doctors 
and patriarchs of the Eastern Church is a limi- 
tation upon the liberty of conscience of the Protes- 
tant who recognizes Christ as the only Mediator 
and heavenly intercessor. A universal organization 
projecting world missions on the basis of the 
eclectic, empirical idealism of Re-thinking Missions 
would be an intolerable burden upon the con- 
sciences of those who hold to the Biblical realism 


''Fraser, A. M., Church Unity. Smythe Lectures, 
1925, I, 19. 


'2Williams, J. C., The Universal] Church versus 
the Universal Organization of the Church,” Sou- 


thern Presbyterian Journal, I, No. 8 (Dec. 1942), 
pp. 10ff. 


*cf. H. Barth: The Knowledge of God and The 
Service of God, p. 167. 


of God’s self-revelation in the Word.!3 A home 
mission procedure based on the sociological pro- 
gram of humanistic modernism would be just as 
neavy a burden upon those who find the primary 
task of the Church in the worship of the Triune 
God and the preaching of the Gospel to sinners. 
A religious education projected on Harrison 
Elliott's Can Religious Education be Christian? 
would be a heavy burden for a Barthian, a con- 
servative, or such an advocate of the covenant 
theology as Dr. H. S. Smith (Faith and Nurture). 

Until men learned to distinguish between truth 
and conviction there was no religious tolerance. 
Today one must take care lest zeal for freedom of 
conscience swallow up the witnesses to truth. 
While we recognize all those who hold to and 
honor the Head as members of the Body of Christ, 
loyalty to revealed truth obligates us to bear a 
corporate testimony to the whole counsel of God 
as it is in Christ Jesus, our Lord. The truth of 
His person, offices, word, and work is revealed in 
the Christian Scriptures and attested in ancient 
creeds and ecumenical councils, in Reformation 
slogans, and denominational confessions. This 
testimony stems from the Faithful Witness, from 
the Prophets and the Apostles. Its path is marked 
bv the figures of Athanasius, Augustine, Anselm, 
Luther, Calvin, and Alexander Henderson. In 1729 
The Synod of Philadelphia adopted the West- 
minster Confession, Catechisms, and Directory. 
Thus, at one and the same time Presbyterians con- 
tess the holy catholic church, glory in the Re- 
formed witness to the God of all grace, and pro- 
claim that Christ alone is King in Zion.'4+ In our 
day of skepticism and doubt, the General As- 
sembly of the Presbyterian Church in the United 
States unanimously set itself for the faith in the 
following words: “It regards the acceptance of the 
infallible truth and Divine authority of the Scrip- 
tures, and of Christ as very and eternal God who 
became man by being born of a virgin, who offered 
Himself a sacrifice to satisfy Divine justice and 
reconcile us to God, who rose from the dead with 
the same body with which He suffered, and who 
will return again to judge the world, as being 
involved in the ordination vows to which we 
subscribe.” We pray the Head of the Church to 
honor and preserve a corporate testimony to this 
faith in whatever organization He may place us. 

The Church in the world is the earthly mani- 
festation of the Body of Christ, which He has built 
as a witness to His present reign of grace and His 
future kingdom of glory. As the Church remains a 
confessing church, she is Christ’s instrument and 
agent in glorifying God and blessing men. It was 
a tense hour in the Basel Munster when Edward 
Thurneysen, the beloved confidant of the Con- 
fessional Church, ascended the high pulpit to 
speak to its representatives concerning an oath 
of allegiance to the Fuehrer which was demanded 
of them. This message so strengthened the hands 
of these brethren in the Lord that they refused 


13An article by Rev. J. W. Burton, of Australia, 
in The Missionary Review, republished in a news 
release of the Foreign Missions Conference, Feb. 
19, 1943, commends Re-thinking Missions as a chal- 
lenging book, transparently honest, that was el- 


bowed out of missionary circles by prejudice and 
conservatism. 


'4The Reformed Faith has opposed the elevation 
of any man in the Church visible as incompatible 
with the honor of Christ, the headship of any man 
suppresses the Headship of Christ. Reiker, Grund- 
satze der reformierten Kirchenverfassung, pp. 68- 
69: Domergue, E., Jean Calvin, V, 6, 141. 
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to pledge the allegiance of their pulpits to any- 
thing other than the Word of God and the creeds 
of the Reformation. And Thurneysen’s sermon that 
Sunday was the Word of God exalting the Christ 
who is revealed in Scriptures and attested in the 
Nicene and in the Apostles’ Creed. May the Body 


of Christ on earth ever bear a corporate testimony 
to Him who loved her and gave Himself for her, 
that having cleansed the Church with the washing 
of water, He might sanctify her with the Word, 
and present her unto Himself a holy Church with- 
out spot or wrinkle or any such thing. 





Proposed Changes In Number 
Of Commissioners To The 
General Assembly 


By Rev. Marshall C. Dendy, D.D.* 


At the last General Assembly an overture was 
sent down to the presbyteries in which it is pro- 
posed to change our established regulations for 
the number of commissioners to be sent from each 
presbytery. Our present rules permit 1 minister 
and 1 elder for every 4,000 members or fractional 
part thereof. In the proposed change there would 
be 1 minister and 1 elder for every 4,000 members 
and every major fractional part thereof. 


This action would affect 36 presbyteries im- 
mediately. It would mean there would be a _de- 
crease of a total of 72 commissioners to the Gen- 
eral Assembly. This is a sizeable reduction. There 
are many in the Church who feel that instead of 
reducing the number of commissioners it would 
be better to increase the number, thus permitting 
more of our ministers and elders to receive the 
benefit of the meetings of the Assembly and offer 
their counsel as commissioners. The present sys- 
tem is fairer in that it gives equal proportionate 
representation to all of our presbyteries. There are 
9 presbyteries that have less than 2,000 members. 
These 9 presbyteries would not be affected by the 
proposed change. Yet, the members of presbyteries 
having less than a major fractional part of 2,000 
members would be represented, while the mem- 
bers in presbyteries having more than 1 repre- 
sentative and not a major fractional part of 2,000 
additional members would NOT be represented. 
The proposed change is not absolutely fair to the 
entire church. The following presbyteries would 
lose 1 minister and 1 elder as commissioners: East 
Alabama, North Alabama, Tuscaloosa, Asheville, 
Holston, Knoxville, Ouachita, St. Johns, Suwan- 
nee, Lexington-Ezenezer, Louisville, Louisiana, 
Central Mississippi, East Mississippi, Meridian, 
Upper Missouri, Albemarle, Concord, Orange, 
Wilmington, Winston-Salem, Congaree, Harmony, 
Pee Dee, South Carolina, Memphis, Nashville, 
Brazos, Central Texas, Fort Worth, Paris, West- 
ern Texas, Montgomery, West Hanover, Bluestone 
and Kanawha. 


This study is based on the Minutes of the 1943 
General Assembly. 


*Pastor of the First Presbyterian Church, Or- 
lando, Fla. 
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We are having quite a demand for Dr. Robin- 
son’s latest folder, “The Prayer Of A Soldier.” 
Three orders for 1,000 each. Numerous orders for 
one hundred each and many for smaller quantities 
have been received. These are available at 15c per 
dozen or $1.00 per hundred postpaid. 


The Greatest Meeting 
Ever Held 


By Rev. G. Allen Fleece, D.D.* 


The greatest meeting ever held is still to be 
held. It has not occurred yet, but it is surely 
coming. 

One reason it will be the greatest meeting is 
that the greatest number of people ever gathered 
will be there. Every person who has ever lived 
will be in this meeting. Another reason is that 
all the angels will be there. But greatest of all is 
the fact that God will be there. 


Some day every one of us will go in to meet 
God. For some of us it will be the happiest 
moment we have ever known. God is the most 
wonderful person in existence, and one wonderful 
day some of us are going to meet Him. All of our 
lives He has been loving us, guiding our steps, 
caring for us, comforting us in our sorrows, meet- 


ing our every need, and some day we will meet 
Him. 


But for many others that day of meeting will 
be a terrible day, when they will cry for the 
mountains and rocks to fall on them and _ hide 
them from the face of Him that sitteth on the 
throne and from His wrath. But they will find 
no hiding place, and there shall be no hope for 
them. (Heb. 10:31). 


What makes all this difference between those 
who meet God with great joy and those who meet 
Him in fear and despair? Let our text be your 
answer: “Prepare to meet thy God” (Amos 4:12). 


Some are prepared for that meeting; all others 
are not. The only preparation is “repentance 
toward God, and faith toward our Lord Jesus 
Christ.” It is to turn from every known sin to 
God, and accept Jesus as your own Lord and 
Saviour. Christ Himself is the only preparation 
for meeting God. “He that believeth on the Son 
hath everlasting life; and he that believeth not 
the Son shall not see life; but the wrath of God 
abideth on Him” (John 3:36). 


How many classes of people are mentioned in 
this verse? Which class are you in? 


*Member of Faculty of the Moody Bible Insti- 
tute, Chicago, IIl. 
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We wish again to call the attention to our sub- 
scribers to the fact that The Southern Presby- 
terian Journal Company, Inc., is a non-profit 
group. All monies received go right back into The 
Journal’s ministry. Our office force is small and 
overworked. You may help greatly by sending in 
your renewal subscriptions on time. Please ex- 
amine the label on your paper and if it reads 43 
or 1-44 or 2-44 or 3-44 or 4-44 or 5-44 or even 
6-44 then let us have your renewal at once. 
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Young People’s Department 


Edited By Rev. W. G. Foster* 


Young People’s Emphasis For July 


THE BIBLE TODAY 
The Anvil—God’s Word 


Last eve I passed beside a blacksmith’s door, 
And heard the anvil ring the vesper chime; 

Then looking in I saw upon the floor 

Old hammers, worn with beating years of time. 


“How many anvils have you had,” said I, 

“To wear and batter all these hammers so?” 

“Just one,” said he, and then, with twinkling eye, 
“The anvil wears the hammers out, you know.” 


And so, thought I, the anvil of God’s Word, 
For ages skeptic blows have beat upon: 

Yet, though the noise of falling was heard, 
The anvil is unharmed—the hammers gone. 


The Bible today is just what it always has been 
and always will be. 


Many people today have the idea that we have 
so advanced in knowledge that we have outgrown 
the Bible. Others feel that we have so many in- 
teresting things to do that the Bible is a bore and 
waste of time. While still others feel that the Bible 
is not only out of date but full of errors and super- 
stitions that belong to a long outmoded past. 


But in spite of these many ideas that bombard 
us from every side these days the Bible is still the 
best sellers of all the books that have ever been 
written. The Bible or portions of it have been 
translated and published in over 1000 languages 
and dialects, and men today are still leaving 
family, friends, home and country to lay down 
their lives in translating it into the language of 
peoples who have never heard. Uncle Sam places 
a Bible in the emergency kit on every life raft 
of the Army Air Force, and people coming back 
from the battle fronts tell us how they were sur- 
prised to see there that soldiers in the reading 
rooms would be reading their Bibles while paying 
little attention to the popular books and magazines 
that are furnished. The Bible lives today because 
it meets the need of the human heart and does for 
life what no other book or person can do, and it 
can do this because God is in it and works through 
It. 


But if God is going to bless this Bible to your 
heart and mine, to your life and mine, we must 
learn just exactly what it is and how we can prop- 
erly use it. So our committee has chosen for the 
emphasis this month the theme “The Bible To- 
day.” There are five Sundays in Julw so let’s break 
this topic down into five subjects and study one 
= each of the Sunday nights in July. How about 

ese? 


. How Do We Happen to Have the Bible Today? 
. What Is the Bible? 
3. What Can the Bible Do for Us? 
. What Must We Do for the Bible? 
. Why Has God Given Us the Bible? 


First Sunday—How Do We Happen 
To Have The Bible Today? 


The Bible is on every pulpit of the land, in most 
every home, and in many public places about the 
country. It continues year after year as a best 
seller, Yet we young people all too often take this 


abundant supply of the Bible as a commonplace 
thing to be taken for granted. We feel that since it 
has been true as long as we can remember it will 
be true as long as we live. 

But this is not true. There was a day among 
the English speaking peoples of the world when 
kings and preachers fought the Bible and forbade 
it being even in the churches of the land, enough 
less in the homes. A little over 400 years ago in 
England there were no Bibles in England that the 
common people could read. All the Bibles were in 
Latin and Greek and read only by scholars. In 
those days a scholar at Oxford University was dis- 
cussing the Bible with another man. In the course 
of the conversation the man said, “We had better 
be without God’s laws than without the Pope’s.” 
The Oxford scholar, William Tyndale was his 
name, replied, “I defy the Pope and all his laws; 
and if God spare me I will one day make the 
boy that drives the plow in England to know more 
of the Scriptures than the Pope himself does.” 
And he went right to work at great hardship 
and with much persecution. He was forced to flee 
England and do his work of translation on the 
continent. When he had finished his translation 
of the New Testament he had to smuggle copies 
of it into England in barrels, in bales of cloth, 
in sacks of flower, and in every way that he could 
conceal them in freight going across the English 
Channel. It was this spirit and this devotion in 
the face of opposition, exhibited by many different 
people in many different places through all the 
history of the church, that has brought the Bible 
to you and me, and to the people who speak those 
1000 languages into which the Bible has gone. 


A. Scripture Lesson. 


For our Scripture lesson we should use some 
passages that will show us this spirit and devotion 
that carries the Word of God forward in the face 
= great opposition. Here are three good passages 
or us: 

Jeremiah 36:4-6,22-23,27. Jeremiah was in prison, 
but he dictated the Word that the Lord gave him 
to his servant. That servant read the Word in the 
temple, and when he did the King called for the 
Word to be read to him. The king did not like 
certain parts of it, so he took his penknife out, 
cut out what he did not like, and burned it in the 
fire. When Jeremiah heard he rewrote the Word 
and added a word of condemnation for the king. 

2 Timothy 2:7-10. Paul was bound in prison, but 
the word of God was not bound, for consecrated 
souls had taken up preaching and the Word went 
far and wide. We can bind the messenger but we 
can never bind the message. 

1 Timothy 6:20-21, Timothy is exhorted to be 
faithful to that which has been committed to his 
trust. 

These passages give us our position with refer- 
ence to the Bible today. We have the Bible be- 
cause men have been willing to overcome oppo- 
sition, endure hardship, and face death itself in 
order to bring us the Bible. Men have been killed 
and others have been imprisoned, but all the oppo- 
sition in the world could not kill the message of 
the Bible nor bind it. Therefore to have a Bible 
in our hands is to have a sacred trust committed to 
us by God, and we play false to God and those 
who have gone on before unless we are faithful 
to that trust in the same spirit of devotion and 
sacrifice, 
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B. Suggestions For The Program. 


1. The most thrilling romance and adventure 
story in all the world is the story of how the Bible 
came down to us. Read some good, brief book on 
the story and present some of the most thrilling 
and interesting points in that story that illustrate 
our Scripture lesson. (Here are two good books 
that will help: J. Patterson Smyth, “How We Got 
Our Bible,” published by Harper Bros. And a very 
good one is a twenty-five cent booklet published 
by Moody Colportage, Chicago, “Our Bible - How 
We Got It And Why It Is the Word of God,” by 
Charles Leach and R. A. Torrey.) 


2. Point out that men have been willing to suffer 
and die to pass this book on because it is real. 
They did not believe it because some one else 
said so, but they had seen it tested and proved 
true in the life of the world, they had seen it 
triumphant over every attack, they had seen it 
transform life, and they had tried it themselves 
and been transformed. 


3. Look up the experience of some of the past 
and show how the Bible is a Book of practical 
power. Martin Luther defied a world standing 
alone on the Bible, George Muller ran an orphanage 
on its provisions, Hudson Taylor founded his great 
China mission on its prayer promises, D. L. Moody 
changed two continents by its converting power, 
Howard Kelly, great medical scientist that he 
was, found it mentally satisfying and stimulating, 
and countless millions of men and women have 
found challenge, comfort and strength within its 
pages. 

You can build a good program by calling atten- 
tion to the spirit of Jeremiah and the experience 
of Paul. Then point out some of the historical 
incidents by which the Bible has come to us and 
how men have used it in power. Then bring the 
charge to Timothy to be faithful to the trust. 


Second Sunday—What Is The Bible? 

We young people must learn to think inde- 
pendently if the Bible is ever going to mean any- 
thing to us at all, and we must learn to be neither 
deceived by the slick talk of some religious teacher 
who is supposed to know all the answers nor be 
frightened into submission by some man who is 
great in some other field of human thought and 
endeavor. 

So let’s make this program a research program. 
We have a Bible that has come to us through the 
sacrificial efforts of countless people, always in the 
face of great opposition. A book that moves people 
to devotion like that has something we want to 
know about. What is it? Why does it create such 
devotion? 


To find our answers let’s look and see. The 
logical way to begin is to look and see what the 
writers of the book said they were doing, then look 
and see what the church which teaches that book 
says about it, then see what the great men of 
the world have thought, and finally examine it 
ourselves to see if it is what it claims to be and 
what the church and the world have claimed for it. 


Here are some of the things that the Bible 
writers themselves had to say: David—Psalm 19:7- 
11; Jesus Christ—Matthew 5:17-18; 24:35; Paul—2 
Timothy 3:16; Peter—2 Peter 1:19-21. 

Now look up what our church has to say about 
the Bible. It is Chapter I, The Westminster Con- 
fession of Faith. Read particularly paragraph V. 
(Your pastor, clerk of Session, and most every 
officer will have a copy and will be glad not 
only to lend you a copy but also to help you look 
up the chapter.) 


If we can believe what we hear today it is 
only the old foggies and joy killers that believe 
and follow the Bible. What say the great men of 
earth? Here are some of the things they say: 


Sir Isaac Newton, the great scientist: We account 
the Scriptures of God to be the most sublime 
philosophy. I find more sure marks of authority 
in the Bible than in any profane history.” 

John Greenlief Whittier, the great American 
poet said it this way: 


We search the world for truth; we cull 
The good, the pure, the beautiful . 
From graven stone and written scroll, 
From all old flower fields of the soul; 
And, weary seekers of the best, 

We come back laden from our quest, 
To find that all the sages said 

Is in the Book our mothers read. 


Judge Blackstone, the author of the great stand- 
ard for the legal profession, says in his “Com- 
mentaries on the Laws of England:” “The Bible 
has always been regarded as part of the common 
law of England.” 

Woodrow Wilson, president of the United States 
during the last war and a Presbyterian elder said; 
“I am sorry for men who do not read the Bible 
everyday. I wonder why they deprive themselves 
of the strength and pleasure it gives?” 

Winston Churchill, England’s great leader in 
this present crisis, recently said: “Let the men of 
science and learning expand their knowledge and 
probe with their researches every detail of the 
records which have been preserved for us from 
those dim ages. All that they will do is to fortify 
the grand simplicity and essential accuracy of the 
recorded truths that have lighted so far the pil- 
grimage of men.” 

The Bible itself, the church of God, and the 
testimony of great men all claim that this Book 
has had such a remarkable history in spite of 
opposition because it is the Word of God. How can 
we know that it is the Word of God? Here are 
seven reasons that help me know that the Bible 
is the Word of God: 


1. Because Jesus Christ called it the Word of 
God. (Mark. 7:13: Lk. 24:27) By the life He lived, 
by the words He spake, by the deeds He did, by 
His resurrection from the dead so clearly proved 
by history, and by the transforming influence He 
has had over the life of the world and the lives of 
people who have put their trust in Him He has 
proved Himself to be absolutely trustworthy. 


2. Because the prophecies of the Old Testament 
that are so clearly and accurately fulfilled in the 
New Testament could only have been written by 
the inspiration of God. Read Isaiah 53 and Micah 
5:1-2 and you will see a good example of what is 
true through out the Bible. 


3. Because the Book has one unified message. 
The Bible is a record of the experiences of people 
who walked with God from the creation until 
about 100 years after the time of Christ. The 
record itself was written over a period of 1600 
years by some 40 different authors. These authors 
were kings and peasants, philosophers and 
shepherds, fishermen and doctors, poets and plow- 
men, statesmen and farmers; and these all lived, 
and worked, and wrote at different times, in dif- 
ferent places, and their own style, using their own 
words, dealing with actual problems of their day 
and solutions for the problems of their day. Yet 
to approach this mass of diverse literature with 
an open mind is to find rising from the diversity 
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one grand, unified, unfolding theme that has 
molded the life of the world, claimed the al- 
legiance of the great minds of the world, and 
founded the greatest institutions among men. Cer- 
tainly it is none other than the Word of God. 


4. Because its teachings about God, the world, 
man, right and wrong, the needs of the world, 
when compared to the rest of the literature, both 
by actual content and by fruit in life, far surpass 
anything else man has produced. 


5. Because it was written over 2000 years ago in 
a small oriental country, yet today it can go into 
any country on the face of the earth and be as 
modern and vital as today’s effort to face life. 
And with it all, there is a depth that all the great 
minds of the centuries have not been able to 
plumb. 


6. Because it has been attacked through all the 
years by men whose characters are so wicked and 
corrupted that we know they could not be of 
God, yet, though these men had might and power 
on their side, the Bible has triumphed over at- 
tacks that would have wiped lesser books from 
the face of the earth. 

7. Because wherever it is preached men are 
saved from the power of sin and despair, and life 
is transformed into power, holiness, hope and joy. 

These reasons help me. Now let the group list 
some of the reasons that most convincingly make 
them know that the Bible is what it claims to 
be, what the church claims for it, what great men 


have said of it, and what the facts lead us to 
believe. 


Third Sunday—What Can The 
Bible Do For Us? 


People today are concerned over how few peo- 
ple go to church on Sunday. You have noticed a 
good many vacant pews in your church, have you 
not? Did you ever wonder why people don’t go 
to church? 

The reason is not far to find. In the church we 
are calling on people to accept a Savior, to wor- 
ship a Savior, to sing the praises of a Savior, all 
that we say and do is centered around a Savior. 
The Savior is Christ Jesus who saves us from our 
sins. But most people don’t think they are such 
sinners and feel no need of a savior, and they have 
never truly received Christ as Savior. Now it is 
very foolish to expect people to go and sing about 
and pray to and listen concerning a Savior they 
do not know and do not feel that they need. 


But you and I know our need of the Savior and 
we want to lead others to feel that need and re- 
ceive Him. How shall we do it? Nothing that we 
can say will ever change them. The Bible alone 
can do for us, Christian and sinner alike, what 
needs to be done. If we ever have faith it will be 
because the Word of God has brought that faith 
into our hearts. Romans 10:17. How does the Bible 
do that? Let’s read some passages that tell us how 
the Bible goes to work on us. 


A. On the Heart of the Sinner. 

1. Jeremiah 23:29—The Bible is a hammer that 
breaks up the hard heart of unbelief. 

2. Jeremiah 23:29—The Bible is a fire that 
warms up the cold heart of indifference. 

3. Hebrews 4:12—The Bible is a critic that shows 
us what is right and wrong, and whether or not 
we are sincere. : 

4. 2 Corinthians 3:10—The Bible is a mirror that 
shows man his true condition and real need. 

5. Luke 8:11; 1 Peter 1:23—The Bible is a living 


seed that brings life when it is planted in the hu- 
man heart. 


6. Psalm 19:1-6—The Bible is the sun that 
nourishes the seed to life and causes it to grow. 
7. Psalm 119:105—The Bible is a light that will 
guide men in the right way, the way of God, to 
Him who is the Way, the Truth, the Life. 
B. For the Saint. 
(A Good New Testament Word For 
Christian And It Simply Means To Be 
Set Avart To Do The Will Of God) 
1. 1 Corinthians 3:2—The Bible is milk that 
causes us to grow spiritually. 


2. Deuteronomy 8:3 and 1 Cor. 3:2—The Bible 
is bread and meat that brings spiritual strength 
and health. 


3. Psalm 19:10—The Bible is the sweet honey 
that satisfies the spirit of man. 


4. Psalm 19:10—The Bible is spiritually “as 
precious as gold and silver. 


5. Ephesians 6:17—The Bible is the sword with 
which the Christian fights his battles. 


These passages tell us that the Bible sown 
in the hearts of men will bring a conviction of sin, 
create a desire for Christ, lead to-a saving faith 
in Christ, nourish and sustian a Christian life, 
and provide the weapons for Christian service and 
warfare. Truly the Bible does what Paul says it 
does, provides us with everything that we need 
for belief, for correction of life, for training in life, 
and gives all that we shall ever need to be equipped 
fully for Christian living and service. (2 Tim. 3:16) 
Compare with Questions 1, 2, 3 of the Shorter 
Catechism. 


A good program could be arranged by simply 
discussing these passages and applying them to 


— needs of the group and young people in gen- 
eral. 


Fourth Sunday—What Must We 
Do For The Bible? 


It is one thing to have water power and a dyna- 
mo producing electric power and to have a well 
wired house, but it is another thing to have the 
house and the dynamo in the proper connection. 
If there is no connection nothing happens when 
we turn on the lights, and if the connection is 
wrong we may burn up the house. So it is with 
the Bible. The Bible is the storehouse from which 
we can draw all the power we need for life, and 
when we believe on the Lord Jesus Christ we are 
able to receive it. But we must use the Bible 
properly to experience the power. If we are not 
connected, nothing happens; if we are connected 
wrong, anything can happen, but when we are 
rightly related to Christ and use His Word prop- 
erly we have the power of God unto salvation. 


Paul gives us specific instructions on how we 
must use the Bible properly in 2 Timothy 2:15. 
In outline here is the method: 


1. We must be diligent. Study does not mean 
a formal class but an earnest, honest, systematic 
effort. 


2. We must be sincere. We are seeking the ap- 
proval of God who knows all about us so we can’t 
put up a front as we do before men. 


3. We must be intelligent. The words ‘rightly 
dividing’ mean to handle correctly. This calis for 
careful, patient study. 

4. We must be reverent. We are handling the 
word of truth that came from God, we dare not 
be otherwise. 
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5. We must be obedient. We must admit the 
truth to our minds, submit in our hearts and lives, 
and commit it to others. 

Suggestions For Program 

After pointing out Paul’s method look at the life 
of the Lord Jesus and see how He used His Bible. 
For Example: 

1. He found the meaning of life and the meaning 
of His life work in the Bible. Luke 4:16-20. 

2. He found strength to overcome temptation 
in the Bible. Matthew 4:1-11: Every word that 
turned back Satan was from Deuteronomy. 

3. He understood the things that were happening 
to Him in the light of the Bible. Mark 14:21. 

4. He found comfort in the midst of the agony 
of the cross in the Bible. Matt. 27:46. He was 
quoting Psalm 22. 

What more do we need today than an under- 
standing of what our lives are all about, a source 
of strength to overcome temptation, and a comfort 
in the midst of turmoil and strife? 

Fifth Sunday—What Has God Given 
Us In The Bible? 

The Bible is full of many good things, but it ‘s 
not just a fruit basket of good texts on how to live. 
God had a purpose in giving it. For a reason men 
have been willing to overcome all oppcsition and 
die to pass it on. Why? 

We have shown how the Bible is one book in 
the midst of the many, and if it is ore book it 
has one theme. What is that theme? The risen 
Christ Himself tells us in the narrative in Luke 
24:13-35. Use this passage for a Scripture lesson, 
and point out that heart of it, verse 27. “Christ in 
all the Scriptures.” The Scriptures were given to 
introduce us to Jesus Christ as Savior and Lord. 
Let us learn to use them that way. Why not let 
your group take their Bibles this night and trace 
through the Bible the truth about Jesus Christ? 
Here is some help. 

A. The Preparation For Christ. 
The Old Testament. 

His person, life and work. 

1. Seed of women... one from human race— 
Gen. 3:15. 

2. Seed of Shem . . . one from Semitic branch of 
human race—Gen. 9:26-28. 

3. Seed of Abraham .. .one from family of Abra- 
ham—Gen. 12:1-3. 

4. Tribe of Judah—Gen. 49:10. 

5. Royal Line of David—2 Sam. 7:12-17. 

6. Place of Birth. . . Bethlehem—Micah 5:2. 

7. Time of birth . . . His period to be 483 years 
a decree to rebuild city of Jerusalem—Daniel 

8. Manner of birth—Isaiah 7:14. 

9. Nature of His person—Isa. 9:6-8 . . . child 
born, son given. 

10. Character of His work: (a) prophet—Deut. 
ge (b) priest—Psalm 110; (c) King—Jeremiah 

11. Explanation of His death—Isaiah 53. 

B. Manifestation Of Christ. 
The Gospels. 

1. Matthew: Jesus is the King promised in the 
Old Testament—Jer. 23:5. 

2. Mark: Jesus is the servant of Jehovah so often 
seen in Old Testament—Zech. 3:8. 

3. Luke: Jesus is truly man as prophecied— 
Zech. 6:12. 

4. John: Jesus is God become man and we see 
His glory . . . foretold—Isa. 4:2. 

C. Propagation Of Christ. The Acts 
Of The Apostles. 
The Apostles begin to preach Christ in Jerusalem, 


Judea, Samaria, and start towards the ends of the 
earth and the message is still moving that way 
today. 
D. Explanation Of Christ. 
The Epistles. 

1. In Church epistles (Rom. 1 and 2 Cor. Gal, 
17-, 2 Thess.) Christ is Head of the Church. 

2. In Prison Epistles (Eph. Phil. Col. Philemon) 
Christ is the one in whom we believers have joy, 
peace and power. ; 

3. In Pastoral Epistles (1 and 2 Tim. and Titus) 
Christ teaches us to behave in the church. 

4. In the General Epistles (John, Peter, James 
and Jude), Christ teaches us how to behave in 
the world. 

E. Consummation In Christ. 
The Revelation. 


This is an unveiling of Christ and the end of the 
world, to show us. how it shall all end. 


This is a pretty comprehensive outline, but if 
you will keep it and study it it will help you find 
Christ in all the Scriptures. John Tells up why he 
wrote his Gospel, and I think his word can be 
used to apply to all the Scriptures, “these are 
written, that ye might believe that Jesus is the 
Christ, the Son of God; and that believing ye might 
have life.” (John 20:31). 

We have seen how the Bible has come down to 
us at great cost of life, how it is truly the word 
of God that meets all our needs, how we are to 
use it and study it, but the Bible today is no good 
to us today or ever unless by studying it we come 
to believe on the Lord Jesus in our hearts and to 
confess Him before men. When the Bible does 
this the Bible today has brought us into fellowship 
with the unchanging Christ who is the same yes- 
terday, today, and forever. Perhaps this last pro- 
gram should be a study of certain points in the 
Scriptural outline with a view to bringing cur 
young people to know Him in whom they have 
believed and to bring those who have not known 
Him to a saving faith in Him. Your leader will help 
you plan this kind of an evangelistic program. 


*Pastor of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, 
Chattanooga, Tenn. Address: 716 Lewis Street. 


WINGS FOR THE SOUL 


TRULY — FIELDS ARE WHITE 
UNTO THE HARVEST 


“The Chaplain shad just finished his con- 
firmation instruction somewhere in the wilder- 
ness. After the last session—there had been three 
classes that evening—two soldiers approached him. 
Night after night they had walked quite a dis- 


. tance to attend classes and had completed the en- 


tire course. Now they wanted to be baptized. It 
was late and the moon was coming over the hill, 
writes the chaplain. On the morrow we might be 
on the move, and the ceremony would have to be 
postponed indefinitely. Each soldier removed his 
helmet—into which the chaplain poured the water. 
And there, in God’s natural cathedral, these men 
were baptized in the name of God the Father, 
God the Son, and God the Holy Ghost. Come what 
may, writes the Chaplain, I feel convinced that 
these men will remain faithful to their promises 
and will experience the blessed assurance of their 
Saviour: ‘He that believeth and is baptized shall 
be saved.’ The chaplain immediately started an- 
other class consisting of two sergeants and a lieu- 
tenant. Truly, fields are white unto the harvest!” 
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Woman’s Work 


Edited By Mrs. R. T. Faucette* 


As our boys are daily facing the most terrible war of all history our hearts cry out, 
“O Lord, teach us to pray.” In the article below, written by Rev. Harper Brady, 
one of our returned missionaries from Japan, we find scriptural assurance on how to 
be powerful in prayer. As our city, state and national governments are calling for 
days of prayer, may we Christian women be used to witness to God's plan for an- 


swered prayer for a nation or for an individual. 


—L.S.F. 


There’s More To Prayer Than Just Asking 


Our armed forces are really going into action 
on “D-Day”! For months and years they have been 
preparing, preparing in every possible way, leav- 
ing no stone unturned. They have been finding 
out all they could about the enemy and his de- 
fenses, and inflicting all possible damage to both. 
They have equipped themselves with the finest 
possible instruments of war and the bodies that 
are to use those instruments are now like them, 
made of steel, to the extent that flesh can be 
turned into it. They know how to use each instru- 
ment so it may do its deadly work most quickly 
and efficiently. In spite of all this they know full 
well that before them lies a hard job, and a costly 
one to themselves, as well as to the enemy. 


Our “home forces” are going into action, too, 
on “D-Day”! When the greatest battle in the 
world’s history begins the American people will 
be asked to pray. Prayer will be the spiritual 
weapon they will be asked to take hold of and use, 
of course, in the hope that victory will come the 
sooner and cost less dearly. I hope America will 
pray on “D-Day”, but— 


Hadn’t we better be reminded of a few things 
about prayer? Not all who have tried it have suc- 
ceeded. “They looked, but there was none to save 
even unto the Lord, but he answered them not.”— 
2 Sam. 22:42. “They cried, but there was none to 
save them: even unto the Lord, but he answered 
them not”—Psa. 18:41. Over again the “Ask, and it 
shall be given unto you” (Matt. 7:7) is the oft re- 
peated failure, “Ye ask, and receive not,” (James 
4:3). God says (Isa. 1:15) “And when ye spread 
‘forth your hands, I will hide mine eyes from you: 
yea, when ye make many prayers, I will not hear.” 
And again (Prov. 1:28) “Then shall they call upon 
me, but I will not answer; they shall seek me 
early, but they shall not find me.” 


Maybe there’s more to prayer than just asking! 
There is! It very evidently doesn’t get some people 
anywhere or anything! What people? Look at Prov. 
1:24 and see. “Because I have called, and ye re- 
fused; I have stretched out my hand, and no man 
regarded, but ye have set at naught all my counsel, 
and would none of my reproof: I also will laugh at 
your calamity ....” Isaiah gives the people of his 
day the same explanation, “But your iniquities 
have separated between you and your God, and 
your sins have hid his face from you, that he will 
not hear.” Isa. 59:2. 


Over and over again that same explanation for 
prayer’s failure is given; SIN! These folks were 
praying desperately, but they were enjoying their 
sins and hadn’t the slightest intention of abandon- 
Ing them! There are laws that govern prayer, as 
well as other things. And one of the first laws to 
learn is stated in Psalms 66:18, “If I regard 
iniquity in my heart (see sin in my life—and don’t 
intend. to do a thing about it, except to keep on in 


it!) the Lord will not hear me.” The praver of such 
a man is “an abomination to the Lord.” 


But in that same place we are told (Prov. 15:8,9) 
that “The prayer of the upright is his delight .. . 
he heareth the prayer of the righteous.” And 
James, in the New Testament says the same thing: 
“The supplication of a righteous man availeth 
much in its workings.” James 5:16. That’s the kind 
of prayer needed on “D-Day,” and not prayer that 
is an insult to God because it falls from unre- 
pentant lips! Such a prayer can not shorten the 
— by one moment, or lessen the cost by one 
ife. 


America needs to be called to prayer—but first 
to repentance! “Come now ,and let us reason to- 
gether, saith the Lord; though vour sins be as scar- 
let, they shall be as white as snow ;.. . If ye be 
willing and obedient, ye shall eat the good of the 
land; but if ye refuse and rebel, ye shall be de- 
voured with the sword; for the mouth of the Lord 
hath spoken it.” Isa. 1:18-20. 


Today is the day for repentance, on the part of 
leaders and those who are led. Today is the day to 
begin to learn how to use this spiritual weapon. 
Today—that is if we didn’t begin on December 7, 
1941; To wait until “D-Day” is announced may be 
just another case of ‘‘too little and too late!’”’ Any- 
way, aren’t our men fighting, suffering, dying on 
a score of battlefields this very moment? America, 
repent, believe, pray—Now! Then we’ll be ready 
for effective praying on “D-Day!” 


A PRAYER 


By Rev. James L. Fowle, D.D. 


Pastor Of The First Presbyterian Church 


Chattanooga . Tennessee 


Almighty and Eternal God, Supreme Ruler and 
Governor of all things, Who art a strong tower of 
defense to them that fear Thee and a very present 
help in time of trouble, as the world about us is 
filled with the dark tragedy of suffering and 
death, Thou art the light that guides us and the 
hope that sustains us. 

Now that we have girded ourselves to do battle 
with the principalities and powers of evil, Thou 
art the courage that arms us and the strength 
that sees us through.. 

In this great war that is raging, save and deliver 
us, we humbly beseech Thee from the hands of our 
enemies: that we being armed with Thy defense, 
may be preserved evermore from all perils to 
glorify Thee, Who art the only giver of all victory. 

Thou Everliving God of infinite compassion, look 
down upon the nations now engaged in war and, 
because we believe it to be Thy righteous and 
holy will, grant that the armies of the United 
Nations may be victorious over the blasphemous 
forces of despotic tyranny and demonic cruelty. 
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O everlasting God, Who maketh wars to cease 
unto the ends of the earth, look in mercy on those 
of our sons and daughters who are immediately 
exposed to peril, conflict, sickness and death; re- 
lieve the sufferings of the wounded and show 
mercy to the dying. When flesh is racked with 
pain and laid low in weakness, may Thine angels 
come with their gracious ministries of love. 

O Jesus Christ, as there are many marching 
through the valley named “of the shadow,” may 
they hear Thee saying “I am the resurrection and 
the life . . . whosoever liveth and believeth in me 
shall never die, and in my father’s house are many 
mansions.” 

We are separated, O God, from those we love, 
but Thou art the presence that unites us in bonds 
that no distance can sever nor even death can 
break. 

We pray Thee, Holy and Mighty God, give wis- 
dom and guidance to all those who are in com- 
mand, shield our forces in this hour of extreme 
danger, keep them strong and steadfast and un- 
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wavering as they offer their lives a sacrifice on 
the altars of freedom. Grant, O God, that we who 
profit by their victory may be found worthy of 
their heroism. May our hearts burn with the same 
patriotic ardor as theirs, and may we, too, render 
our full measure of devotion to our country ang 
to our God. i 
O Thou King of Kings and Lord of Lords, estab- 
lish Thou a righteous peace. Grant, we beseech 
Thee, the presence of the Lord Jesus Christ at 
the peace table that the wild passions of outraged” 
peoples may be subdued by Thy truth and that the’ 
nations may dwell together in peace as one family” 
of mankind, through Jesus Christ our Lord Who" 
hath taught us when we pray to say: %. 
“Our Father which art in heaven, Hallowed be 
Thy name, Thy kingdom come. Thy will be dong ™ 
in earth, as it is in heaven. Give us this day our 
daily bread. And forgive us our debts, as we for- 3 
give our debtors. And lead us not into temptation, ~ 
but deliver us from evil: For Thine is the kingdom, © 
and the power, and the glory, forever. Amen.” = 








Walter was a youth of nineteen, under death 
sentence for murder. It had been my privilege to 
visit him regularly during his long months of 
confinement, and through prayer and God’s Word 
and the love of new and strange friends he had 
become a radiant Christian. He stood now in the 
dull shadows of a steel gray cell. His face glowed 
with a heavenly light, although in a few hours 
he was to be a corpse. In the maze of it all his 
feelings were mixed. Sorrow and remorse for the 
crime he had committed were mingled with un- 
speakable joy, for tragedy had brought him eternal 
salvation. He went to his death with an inter- 
cessory prayer on his lips for unsaved sinners, and 
the twenty-third Psalm formed his last words. As 
I visited for the last time this splendid fellow, it 
was as though I had been given one last blessed 
opportunity to speak the Word of life and then 
my tongue should be silenced forever. What could 
I say? What would you say in such a time and 
place? 


I have often wondered what sort of preaching 
Paul did during those marvelous years of the first 
century church. Did he have just one sermon and 
preached it everywhere he went? Do you suppose 
Simon Peter had just one sermon and preached 
it everywhere he went? Did John the Baptist have 
just one sermon for his hearers in those days be- 
fore the Baptism of Jesus ? Did Jesus Himself have 
just one sermon for the hungry multitudes during 
His earthly ministry? Perhaps so, in a certain 
sense, but Christ and His disciples presented the 
glorious gospel message with an adaptation and 
variety and discernment which gripped and stirred 
their audiences in those eventful years. The 
Apostle Paul remained at least two years in 
Ephesus, and no preacher can stay two years in 
any church and preach the same sermon every 
time he speaks, be it the first century or the 
twentieth century! 


= 


“If I Had Only One Sermon To Preach” 
By Rev. Alired Mathes* q 
“Let all the house of Israel know assuredly, that 


God hath made that same Jesus, whom ye have 
crucified, both Lord and Christ.” (Acts 2:36). 


If you were called upon to preach your first] 
your last, and your only sermon, what would it 
be? Would it be John 3:16? Would it be some great 
doctrinal theme, such as the inspiration of the 
Scriptures, the second coming of our Lord, or the” 
certainty of heaven and hell? Would it be a ser= 
mon on the horrors of war and your reasons for 
advocating pacifism? Would such a sermon from” 
you deal with the flaws and weaknesses of other 
branches of the great Body of Christ in the earth? 
If I had only one sermon to preach my text would 
be Peter’s great sermon at Pentecost which brought 
three thousand souls into the kingdom, especially 
these words: “Let all the house of Israel know as- 
suredly that ‘(God hath made that same Jesus, 
whom ye have crucified, both Lord and Christ.’ 


Remember old wishy-washy, cringing Simon 
Peter? Here he is in a new light. He is suddenly © 
the fiery leader of a small band of nameless no- ¥ 
bodies who started a spiritual conflagration that™ 
set the world aflame with the gospel of a resur-~ 
rected Christ. In the very city in which Jesus @ 
was crucified and in the very presence of those 
men who were responsible for His death, Peter) 
openly and passionately proclaims his undying de-” 
votion to the One who died on the hill with the- 
thieves! What a wonderful sermon Peter preaches © 
—what simple logic, what keen thought, what in- | 
spired language! It is as though the Master Him- | 
self animated Peter’s words and gestures with His ® 
own glad Presence. Let us consider what Peter | 
says to this great concourse of Jews at Jerusalem. 


I. The Sovereignty Of God. 


Peter was a wonderful Presbyterian. First of 7 
all, he set forth the eternal sovereignty of God. = 
Any good Presbyterian sermon will include some- | 
thing of the divine sovereignty of God. Peter says § 
that God made Jesus both Lord and Christ. Here ~ 
is mystery, of course, in the apparent subordina- = 
tion of the Son to the Father. The great Triune § 
God is one God, yet the Father is sovereign and | 
supreme, and is represented everywhere through- ~ 
out the Scriptures as directing the work and 
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activities of both the Son and the Spirit. Peter at 
the very outset draws attention to the sovereignty 
of God, a doctrine which is ordinarily very ac- 
ceptable to the Jews, for had not the Almighty 
spoken in olden times: “I am the Lord, and there 
is none else; there is no God besides me?” 


During a violent electrical thunderstorm a little 
boy was found sitting up in his bed alone, in the 
middle of the night, as his mother came in to re- 
assure him. He was looking in wide-eyed wonder 
at the glory of the heavens, and with each blinding 
flash he exclaimed: “Atta boy, God! Louder! 
Louder!” The little fellow simply took the sov- 
ereignty of God for granted and His marvelous 
power thrilled him through and through. We need 
more of the simplicity of that lad in our preaching 
these days. 


In recent years scientific rationalism has crept 
into religion. There is a noticeable tendency to 
make God subservient to His creatures and de- 
pendent upon their wills in the universe. So called 
“honest intellectualism” sneers at religious faith 
and refuses to accept those things which cannot be 
fathomed by the human mind. Yet, the great truth 
remains, supported by the Scriptures, supported by 
human reason, supported by human experience, 
that God is sovereign in this universe. He alone is 
eternal and never knew any beginning. He alone 
is uncreated and never drew a first breath. He 
alone is the same yesterday, today, and forever. 
We cannot begin to comprehend the complexity of 
His Being, we cannot begin to uncover His infinite 
power, we cannot begin to assimilate His bound- 
He spoke and the worlds stood before Him. He 
less knowledge. God called all things into being, 
opened the fountains of the deep, He hung the 
stars, He fashioned the planets and started them 
in their courses. He called forth the light, He 
ordained life, He created man in His own image. 
He breathed into our nostrils the breath of life. 
In God are unopened treasures, inexhaustible foun- 
tains, unprobed mysteries. God is sovereign today 
and always—sovereign in nature, sovereign in cul- 
a sovereign in government, sovereign in re- 
igion. 


In the early dawn of human history an old man 
learned this everlasting truth. As Job emerged 
from his great ordeal he humbled himself in the 
dust before God. He ceased to shake his puny fist 
in the face of his Maker. He began to realize that 
all of his boasted knowledge was but a tiny island 
in the vast ocean of God’s wisdom. He caught a 
preview of that glorious and sublime vision which 
John glimpsed centuries later on the lonely isle 
of Patmos. John expressed it for Christians of all 
ages with these surpassing words: “The Lord God 
omnipotent reigneth!” And until our world comes 
to acknowledge the eternal sovereignty of God 
and to draw near to Him in faith there can be no 
peace in the natural order of things, there can be 
no tranquility in the civil governments of the 
world, there can be no crowning achievements in 
the cultural life of the race, there can be no 
abiding satisfactions in the religious experience of 
men. In these days when ideas and customs and 
notions are literally tottering and disintegrating 
under the terrible concussions of war, let us re- 
member the primary, unchangeable, fundamental] 
fact of the infinite sovereignty of God. Peter points 
out that the very wrath of men was employed for 
the glory of God in the shameful crucifixion of 
esus. Human hands and hearts were guilty, but 
God’s purpose was accomplished. With confidence, 
with boldness, with certain assurance Peter con- 


demns the Jews for the death of Jesus, yet shows 
that God ordained it all and raised up Christ again 
in matchless power from the dead. First of all, 
Peter preached the old Jewish doctrine of the 
sovereignty of God, but includes a new, vibrant, 
thrilling note in the Lordship of Jesus Christ. Sid- 
ney Lanier sang of this eternal truth in his famous 
and much loved lines, 


“As the marsh-hen secretly builds on the watery 
sod, 

Behold, I will build me a nest on the greatness 
of God.” 


II. The Wickedness Of Men. 


As the second step in his logic, Peter moves to 
the wickedness of men. He does not mince words, 
He speaks to the point in clear, cutting, unfor- 
getable phrases: “Him ye have taken, and by 
wicked hands have crucified and slain . . . God 
hath made that same Jesus, whom ye have cruci- 
fied, both Lord and Christ.” Peter affirms the un- 
imaginable wickedness of human hearts in slaying 
and crucifying the Lord of glory. 


All of human history is but a monumental testi- 
mony to the wickedness of men, to the fact of sin 
in the human heart. “All have sinned and come 
short of the glory of God .. . The heart is deceitful 
and desperately wicked; who can know it? There 
is not a righteous man in all the earth who doeth 
good, and sinneth not.” Read the Biblical record, 
study the pages of history, glance at the news- 
papers of our day, listen to the radio broadcasts, 
yea, examine your own heart honestly. J. Edgar 
Hoover, Chief of the FBI, has said that the last 
three years are the worst in our nation’s history. 
The increase in crime and robbery and murder 
is appalling. My young friend Walter a horrible 
product of present day society, and an irrefutable 
example of what sin in the human heart and life 
will lead to. 


There are today in our world some blinded souls 
who scoff at the idea of sin and the need for sal- 
vation. But many of the suffering people of the 
globe today are rediscovering the awful, sickening 
fact of sin in the human heart. “Honest intel- 
lectualism” is on the way out in many quarters. 
God’s Word is coming into its own once again 
under the terrible blows of Divine Providence. 
The Creator is being exalted to His rightful place. 
Influential thinkers are forsaking the figments of 
human intellect and turning to the revelation of 
truth as it is given in the Word of God. Repentance 
is the one thing needful today. There’s no other 
way out. God has spoken: “The soul that sinneth. 
it shall die,” but with the decree there is the ever- 
present promise, “If my people, which are called 
by my name, shall humble themselves, and pray. 
and seek my face, and turn from their wicked 
ways, Then will I hear from heaven, and will for- 
give their sin, and will heal their land.” Christ 
is the only hope of the human race before the bar 
of divine justice. 


The Apostle John reminds us: “If we say we 
have no sin, we deceive ourselves, and the truth 
is not in us.” Rousseau in his Confession glosses 
over his vices and magnifies his virtues. Yet 
Rousseau was a petty thief, mean, vacillating, 
treacherous, and blasphemous. Contrast the feeling 
of the saintly Apostle Paul: “O wretched man that 
I am, who shall deliver me from the body of this 
death!” Chief Justice Thompson of Pennsylvania 
says: “If those who preach had been lawyers pre- 
vious to entering the ministry, they would know’ 





Page 26 


THE SOUTHERN PRESBYTERIAN JOURNAL 


June 194 





and say far more about the depravity of the hu- 
man heart than they do. Total depravity is the 
only thing that can explain the falsehoods, the dis- 
honesties, the licentiousness, the murders which 
are so rife in our world. Education, refinement, 
talent, wealth—none of these—can overcome the 
inclination to evil which exists in the hearts, and 
which has taken possession of the very fibers of 
our nature.” 


Yes, Peter painted in vivid colors the vileness 
and wickedness of men. 


III. The Saviourhood Of Jesus. 


Now the bright spot in Peter’s magnificent ser- 
mon is the glorious doctrine of the Saviourhood of 
Jesus. The sovereignty of God, the wickedness of 
men, the Saviourhood of Jesus—God, man, sin, 
Jesus—isn’t that a perfect order for a sermon? 
“.. . God hath made that same Jesus .. . both 
Lord and Christ!” In verse twenty-one of this sec- 
ond chapter of Acts Peter also says, “Whosoever 
shall call upon the name of the Lord shall be 
saved.” The angels at the first Christmas sang of 
a “Saviour, who is Christ the Lord.’ Gabriel spoke 
to Mary of the coming of One who should be called 
Jesus, “for he shall save his people from their 
sins.” Jesus also testified in later years: “I am 
the door: by me, if any man enter in, he shall be 
saved.” There is no end to the volume of Scripture 
teaching that Jesus was and is the one only, true 
and living, Saviour from sin. John proclaims 
yonder on Patmos in the late first century the fact 
of a risen, glorified Lord, and Peter preaches here 
with all the fervor and power of a new and un- 
shakeable faith the doctrine of the resurrection of 
Jesus from the dead. This is the foundation doc- 
trine of the Christian religion. Take awav the 
resurrection of Jesus, and as Paul puts it, “We 
are of all men most miserable.” Christ had the 
power to forgive sin because He had paid the 
penalty for sin, He had conquered sin. He had 
visited hell in truth and returned unscathed to 
take His place at the right hand of the Father 
in glory. Peter and the others had seen Him in the 
flesh. They had seen Him ascend into the clouds. 
They had waited in full assurance of faith for 
the gift of the Spirit with His accompanying power, 
and He had come! He had come! No wonder Simon 
Peter is a new man. No wonder he preached with 
such power. No wonder three thousand souls 
heard his words and believed. Here was the 
Saviour in truth, Him who had said through the 
mouth of His prophet centuries before: “Look unto 
me, and be ye saved, all the ends of the earth; 
for I am God, and there is none else.” 


Shortly after the last great War, Sir Harry 
Lauder, the great Scottish comedian, was strolling 
one late afternoon along the streets of a quaint 
village. Holding his hand was the small son of a 
dear friend. The lad pointed to the service flags in 
the windows and asked the meaning of the stars 
on the flags. Mr. Lauder lovingly explained that 
each star represented a son who had gone from 
that home to serve his country in the great War. 
Presently the lad exclaimed: “Mr. Lauder, there’s 
a gold star. What does a gold star mean?” With a 
lump in his throat, for he too had given a son who 
never returned, Mr. Lauder told the boy the 
meaning of the gold star. As the darkness began to 
fall, they turned their footsteps in the direction of 
home. Suddenly, directly ahead in an open space 
in the dusky sky, the little fellow sighted a single, 
beautiful, glittering star in the heavens above 
the rooftops. “Oh, Mr. Lauder,” he cried, “there’s 
God's service star!” With tears streaming down his 


face this great man answered softly, “Yes, my 
laddie, that’s God’s service star. He too gave His 
Son in the greatest war the world has ever known, 
Jesus came to win the war against sin and evil in 
our world. He gave His life for you and for me, 
That’s God’s service star.” 


Dear friends, let us not rest until we have 
acknowledged the sovereignty of God, until we 
have confessed the wickedness of our hearts, until 
we have through faith laid hold upon the Saviour- 
hood of Jesus. This is my sermon if I had only 
one sermon to preach. It was my message to Wal- 
ter that grim afternoon in July 1943 as he faced 
eternity in a prison cell. “Let all the house of Israel 
know assuredly, that God hath made that same 


Jesus, whom ye have crucified, both Lord and 
Christ.” 


*Pastor of the First Presbyterian Church, 
Meridian, Miss. 


Gold From Guthrie 


God’s Motive in Salvation: “I do this for mine 
holy name’s sake.” Ez. 36:22. 


We are to understand that the motive which 
moved God to save man was in regard to his own 
glory. “Where is boasting then’? we may ask 
with the Apostle, and leave him to answer, “it 
is excluded.” If salvation is not of merit, but of 
mercy, it is beyond all doubt “excluded.” Grace 
glorifies man, no doubt; but for what purpose? 
that he may glorify God. It saves man, but saves 


him that he may sing, not his own praises, but a 
Saviour’s. 


Let us be humble and thankful. Man had as 
little to do with saving as with making himself: 
the creation of Eden and the cross of Calvary are 
equally the work of God; and Jehovah stands forth 
before the universe as not by one tittle less the 
Savior than the Creator of the world. To display 
his glory in radiant effulgence to blaze it out on 
the eyes of delighted and adoring angels—to evoke 
the hidden attribute of mercy—to give expression 
to his love and pity—God resolved to save, and, 
in saving man, to turn this world into a theater 
for the most affecting tragedy and amazing love. 


Salvation is finished. It is offered. Shall it be 
rejected? Take the good of it and give him the 
glory. “He is the God of salvation;” “in his name 
we will set up our banners.” In that ladder where- 
by faith climbs her way aloft to heaven, there is 
not a round that we can call our own. In this 


ark which, with open door, offers an asylum in 
the coming storm, a refuge in the rising flood— 
from stem to stern and keel to deck there is neither 
nail, nor plank, nor beam, that we can claim as 
ours. The plan of redemption was the design of 
infinite wisdom; its execution was left to dying 
love; and it is Mercy, generous Mercy, whose fair 
form stands in the open door, bidding, entreating, 
beseeching you to come in. Listen to the voice of 
Jesus, “Come unto me, all ye that labor and are 
heavy laden, and I will give you rest.” 
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The Growth Of The Larger Presbyterian Bodies 
In The United States During The Twentieth Century 


By Thomas H. Spence* 


The net gain in membership made by the Pres- 
byterian Church in the United States (Southern) 
between the years 1930 and 1943 was greater than 
the combined increase of the other five of the 
country’s six largest Presbyterian bodies. Since 
the beginning of the century, it has grown at a 
considerably greater rate than any other Presby- 
terian church of ten thousand or more members 
in the United States, and has also more nearly 
sustained its forty-three year average during 1930- 
43 than any other group included in this study. 

Figures in the following table, based on official 
publications of churches involved unless otherwise 
stated, have been set down by decades, in order to 
provide a periodic view of growth; while per- 
centages of recent increases are indicated for the 
years 1930-43, in addition to inclusive figures for 
1900-43. Numbers do not include ministers, and 
foreign membership has generally been excluded. 
Totals as reported by the U. S. A. Church have 
consistently embraced certain members in other 
lands, specifically associated with that General 
Assembly. A number of communicants outside the 
United States are also included in the Cumberland 
statistics. Several changes in the manner of re- 
porting communicants have been made by the 
Associate Reformed Church, but these do not 
appear to have affected the indicated percentages 
of growth. The notes appended to the table will be 
of assistance by way of interpretation. It should be 
remembered that the length of the period covering 
the years 1900-43 is somewhat more than three 
times that represented by 1930-43. 


Several facts are evident: the recent rate of 
growth for each church is much less than that of 
the same body since 1900. The Presbyterian 
Church, U. S., while falling decidedly below its 
average, stands clearly at the top of the list in net 
additions, as well as in percentage of increase, 
for the past thirteen years. The Associate Re- 
formed Church is next in percentage of growth for 
both the longer and shorter periods. The Presby- 
terian Church, U. S. A., (Northern) had almost 
doubled its membership by 1930, but has shown 
slight increase since that date. The United Presby- 
terians, with a general increase of 65 per cent, have 
experienced a gradual growth, ranking next to 
the Presbyterian Church, U. S., in the ratio of 
1930-43 gains to those of 1900-43. The Cumberland 
Church was greatly affected by losses through the 
union of 1906, and data for this denomination must 
be interpreted in the light of the footnotes attached 
to the tables. The Colored Cumberland Church 
appears to have suffered severely between 1906 
and 1926, with slight change recorded since that 
year. 


The foregoing statements do not imply that the 
increase of the Presbyterian Church, U. S., has 
measured up to what it should have been, nor are 
they made for the sake of glory in comparisons, 
but an examination of the facts involved should 
cause us to thank God:and take courage for the 
great task of evangelism which lies before us in 
common with all groups of Christians by whatever 
denominational name they may be known. 


GROWTH OF THE LARGER PRESBYTERIAN BODIES IN THE UNITED STATES 


Number of Communicants 


1900 1910 


Percent Increase 


1920 1930 1940 1943 1900-43 1930-43 


U. S. (Southern) ; noe amiery 225,890 281,920 376,517 457,855 532,177 553,797 145! = 20.95 
Associate Reformed eine 11,014 13,544 16,161 21,741 20,446 23,822 116 9.57 
U.S.A. (Northern) 1,007,689 1,339,000 1,637,105 1,984,108 


United ‘ a in 
Cumberland - —_ aay 180,192 
Colored Cumberland’ pales seme 


\Adjustment for members entering the U. S. 
Church upon organization of Snedecor Memorial 
Synod, 1916-17, would reduce this percentage to 
144, 


2The U.S.A. Church has received significant 
additions through unions with the Cumberland 
Church, 1906, and the Welsh Calvinistic Methodist 
Church, 1920: while smaller, though considerable 
numbers of members in foreign lands have been 
transferred to native organizations. This _per- 
centage, however, disregards both the manner of 


reception and procedure in dismissal of communi- 
cants. 


2,021,901 2,051,869 1032 3.41 
157,135 176,126 187,470 191,369 8.65 
63,700 68,0994 72,573 71,5355 


3Figures not available due to uncertainty fol- 
lowing the union of 1906. 


4Membership in 1931. The 1930, as well as 
earlier reports are designated as incomplete. 


‘Figures supplied by Stated Clerk of General 
Assembly. 


6Covers years 1931-43 rather than 1930-43. 


7Available figures on membership are those of 
the U. S. Census: 1906, 18,066; 1916, 13,077; 
1926, 10,868; 1936, 10,668. Actual membership 
appears to be appreciably higher. The Yearbook 
of American Churches, 1943 edition, sets the num- 
ber as of 1940 at 25,000. 


*Curator of Historical Foundation of the Presby- 
terian and Reformed Churches, Montreat, N. C. 
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The Written Word And The Living Word 


By Rev. J. Kenton Parker* 


Text: Eph. 4:15—“But speaking (or holding) the 
truth in love, may grow up into him in all things, 
which is the head, even Christ.” 


“Truth” and “Love” and “Him”—Here is God- 
given medicine for a sin-sick world. Truth and love 
and Him, in “Us’—what a responsibility towards 
a sin-sick world! 

I love this text, but I am overwhelmed by this 
text. Here we have the Written Word and the 
Living Word bound in one volume, so to speak, 
and that volume is “Us.” 


I love the text because it is so simple and yet so 
profound: it is so beautiful and so practical; it is 
at the same time permanent, and progressive; it 
is priceless, but personal—I can make it my very 
own, if I will. 


Out of the rich treasure house of Ephesians I 
bring you this jewel. May we bind it around our 
necks, close to our hearts and keep it there. It 
is like “apples of gold in a net-work of silver.” 

To change our figure, here is the medicine for a 
sin-cursed world. We are to take these three things 
to this world—‘“Truth,” “Love,” “Him.” 


I. The world needs truth today. 


The father of lies was never so busy as now. He 
is deceiving men in their thinking in every realm 
of life, from the lowest to the highest. From the 
kindergarden to the university he is leading us 
astray. In the simplest and in the most complex 
— he is trying to keep us from knowing the 
truth. 

But the world is in direst need of spiritual truth. 
Here Satan has done his worst. 

Men need the truth about God—His nature, 
His law, His love, His Sovereignty, His dealings 
with men and nations; the truth about ourselves— 
our frailty, our sin, our lost condition; the truth 
about sin—its true character, its terrible conse- 
quences, its deceptiveness, its hardening effect; 
the truth about salvation—the blessed story of how 
we are “saved by grace”; the truth about this 
world in which we live and about the other world 
to which we are going. 

It is only such truth that can set our souls free. 


II. The world needs love today. 

Surely I need not remind you of this. The pic- 
ture we see around us is sad indeed. Envy, jeal- 
ousy, strife, bloodshed are everywhere. The whole 
world is dying, not “for a little bit of love,’’ but 
for a big dose of real Christian love. Nothing else 
can cure the “running sore” of the world. Unless 
this love pervades the life of mankind, all our 
fighting, all our sacrificing, will be in vain. 

This love must come between the nations; be- 
tween the races; among the different classes; in 
the political parties: in the Church; in the Home. 
Here is our only hope for the solution of all the 
vexing problems of our intricate “global” life as 
we now have it. 


III. The world needs a combination of the two— 
“Truth in love”. 

Dr. Pusey once said: “The perfect hypocrite is 
the man who has the truth of God in his mind, but 
is without the love of God in his heart. Truth with- 
out love,” says that saintly scholar, “makes a fin- 
ished Pharisee.” “Evangelical truth without evan- 
gelical love makes an evangelical hypocrite” says 
Thomas Shepherd. 


Love needs backbone; truth needs a heart. 


Love is a wonderful thing—“The greatest thing 
in the world’—but love is often weak and senti- 
mental. For instance, here is a father who says, 
“T love my child. I cannot correct that child, I love 
him too well.” Real love, love that is based on 
truth, will make the father correct, even though 
tears are in his eyes. Here is a man who says, “] 
love my country. I cannot rebuke her for her sins,” 
Did not the Old Testament prophets love Israel 
and Judah? These were the men who with stream- 
ing eyes called their countries to repentance. Here 
is a preacher who says, “I love the Church. I 
cannot tell her about her sins.” Did not Paul love 
the church? Does not Christ love the church? “As 
many as I love, I rebuke and chasten, be zealous, 
therefore and repent.” 


Love must have the steadying, balancing, back- 
ground of truth. 


Truth is a powerful weapon. But truth by itself 
is a very sharp and cutting weapon, sometimes 
doing damage as well as good. If love does not 
guide the hand that “holds”, and the tongue that 
“speaks”, the truth, harm may be done. We will 
wound but not heal; we will hurt, but not help. 
I have had people tell me the truth in such a way 
as to make me angry; I have had others to tell me 
the same truth in love, and it melted me to tears. 

We must pour in, “oil and wine”; the wine to 
sterilize, the oil to heal. I read of a surgeon once 
who wanted to lance a boil on a little child. The 
child shrank at the sight of the sharp lance. He 
went out of the room for a moment and came back 
with the lance hidden in a sponge. As he wiped 
the boil, he pressed in the knife and the corruption 
came out and the child was relieved. The sponge 
of real heartfelt love for all men is a good thing 
to use with our truth. 


IV. The world needs an _ incarnation of these 
two, truth and love—they must go together in a 
person. 


Paul, the writer of our text, is a fine example. 
Paul was a clear thinker. He had a wonderful 
grasp of spiritual truth. He could handle the sword 
of the Spirit with consummate skill. He was a 
master of the written word in its heart-searching 
truths. The sword never cut deeper than when 
used by him. 


But Paul was a great lover. “I have you in my 
heart,” “my heart’s desire and prayer to God for 
Israel is that they might be saved,” “night and day 
with tears.” Truth and love and above all, Christ, 
was living in Paul. 

On the Savior’s brow we place the crown of 
truth and love. It is “into Him” that we must grow. 
The diadem of Perfect Truth is His. He speaks the 
truth; He lived the truth; He is the truth. 


On the same brow we place the crown of Bound- 
less Love. “Grace and truth came by Jesus Christ,” 
and grace is just love clothed in its most beautiful 
garment. In Him the world can see these two 
things in a Living Person. 


V. The world needs an incarnation of these two 
things in us. 

We say this very humbly and very reverently. 
We would not dare to even say such a thing unless 
the Word said it for us. The word of Christ can 
dwell in us richly; the Savior himself dwells in us, 
the hope of glory. The best binding the Bible ever 
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has is a Christian; the best way for Christ to live 
in this world is for Him to live in us and radiate 
His power and love in our faces and lives. 


Not a million books and papers filled with won- 
derful sermons and articles written about “Truth” 
and “Love”. Not a million radios or graphophones 
grinding out beautiful words about “Truth” and 
“Love”. But millions of Christians, with the truth 
of God in their heads and the love of God in their 
hearts, with the Written Word and the Living 
Word both living in them: with lives saturated 
with the one and surrendered to the other. 


Here is our medicine for a sin-sick world! 


This old sick world is drinking the wrong medi- 
cine today. The devil himself has mixed the brew; 
the cup is filled with lies and hate, and blood; 
and he is pressing the cup to our lips. We are 
drinking deep and long. 


What the world must have is “Truth” and 
“Love” and “Him”—the medicine and the great 
Physician. And “We” must take both to the world. 


May I quote the lines from Annie Johnson Flint: 


“Christ has no hands but our hands to do his 
work today; 

He has no feet, but our feet, to lead men in His 
way, 

He «ad no tongue, but our tongue, to tell men 
how He died; 

He has no help, but our help, to bring them to 
His side. 


We are the only Bible the careless world will 
read; 
We are the Sinner’s Gospel; we are the scoffer’s 


creed. 

We are the Lord’s last message, given in deed and 
word, 

What if the type be crooked? What if the print 
be blurred?” 


“One night, just before the late Captain Bickel 
was retiring to rest, he met at the deck-house door 
aruffian who had been wonderfully converted on 
one of these voyages. Although a rough, untutored 
man, he had gone at once to others telling the 
story of his conversion, and of Christ as he had 
received Him. 


Mr. Bickel was very tired, but he had a little 
talk with the man. He asked him if he would take 
a Bible to a certain man on the morrow. He shook 
his head. “No, no, captain, he does not need that.” 
“But why not?” “It won’t do him any good.” “But 
why”? “Because it is too soon. That is your Bible, 
and thank God it is now mine, but it is not his 
Bible.” “What do you mean by that”? “Why, 
simply that he has another Bible; you are his 
Bible; he is watching you. As you fail, Christ fails. 
As you live Christ, so Christ is revealed in him.” 


Writing of this incident, Captain Bickel said: 
“Friends, I did not sleep that night. I knew it in a 
way, of course, but to say: ‘As you live, so Christ 
lives in that man’s soul’. What wonder that the 
message of the converted ruffian sank deeply into 
my heart! What wonder that I slept not!” 


May I close wtih one of Gipsy Smith’s favorite 
choruses: 


“O to be kept for Jesus, Lord at thy feet I fall— 
I would be nothing, nothing, nothing— 
Thou shalt be all in all.” 


*Mount Mourne, N. C. 


Montreat Day 


The General Assembly has appointed Sunday, 
June 4, 1944, as Montreat day. the churches 
and pastors, at this time, are earnestly requested 
to remember Montreat and its work in special 
prayer, to make favorable mention of the work 
and to take special collections for its support. 


Montreat is not on the budget of the Assembly 
and never has been and yet it is rendering the 
Church a service as great as any institution it has. 
It deserves the financial support of the Church. 
The following named Conferences are scheduled 
for this Season: 


The General Assembly meets the 25th of May. 


Enoree Laboratory Pioneer Camp, June 5th- 
June 12th. 


Asheville Presbytery, Young People’s Confer- 
ence, June 12th-June 17th. 


Piedmont Presbytery, Young People’s Confer- 
ence, June 19th-June 23rd. 


Kings Mountain Presbytery, Young People’s Con- 
ference, June 26th-30th. 


Christian Education and Ministerial Relief, June 
29th-July 4th. 


Woman’s Auxiliary Training School, July 5th- 
July 12th. 


Enlarged Meeting Joint Adult Committee, July 
13th-July 17th. 

— of Religious Education, July 14th-July 
17th. 


Montreat Summer School of Church Music, July 
13th-July 18th. 


Leadership Training School, July 18th-July 27th. 


Sunday School Superintendents’ Conference, July 
21st-July 23rd. 


Young People’s Leadership School, July 27th- 
August 4th. 


Home Mission Conference, August 10th-August 
16th. 


Foreign Mission Conference, August 10th-August 
16th. 


Bible Conference, August 17th-August 27th. 
Defense Service Council, August 19th. 
Ministers’ Forum, August 2lst-August 25th. 


If these Conferences are worth while, surely, the 
institution that makes them possible and provides 
for their entertainment is worthy of the financial 
support of the Church and should have it. Please 
remember three things are very essential: 


1. Prayer. Surely all of the meetings scheduled 
for the Season are of such vital importance to 
the spirtiual life and guidance of the Church 
on. Ng should be offered for God’s blessing upon 
them. 


2. Favorable mention of Montreat and the work 
it is doing is of special importance. Our people 
must know before they can take advantage of the 
opportunities offered. 


3. The financial support through collections of 
the Church is the only appeal made to the Church 
for — support and a liberal offering should 
be made. 


Please do not forget the date, June 4, 1944. Will 
all of our Montreat friends please remind the 
pastors and churches of this date and cooperate 
in the fullest to make Montreat Day most effec- 
tive. All collections should be sent to R. C. Ander- 
son, Treasurer, Montreat, North Carolina. 
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QUESTION BOX 
By Prof. Fred Bronkema 


Ph.D. (Yale) — Th.D. (Harvard) 
Presbyterian Theological Seminary In The 
University Of Dubuque. 


In “Crisis Christology,” Spring, 1944. 
Professor Of Systematic Theology. 

1. Which is first, regeneration or conversion? 
Where does conviction enter, before or after the 
new birth? 

Regeneration is the implantation of the new life 
in man by the Holy Spirit. 

The true conversion of man consists of two parts 
according to the Heidelberg Catechism, namely, 
the mortification of the old and the quickening of 
the new man. The former is a sincere sorrow of 
heart, that we have provoked God by our sins; 
and more and more to hate and flee from them. 
The quickening of the new man is a sincere joy of 
heart in God, through Christ, and with love and 
delight to live according to the will of God, in 
all good works. 

How can the new life be quickened if man has 
not received it in regeneration? First, comes re- 
generation, therefore, and then conversion; first 
the roots in the new life, then the fruits in ccn- 
version and sanctification; first the gift, then the 
task of turning from sin to God, of crucifying the 
old man and walking in a new and holy life. 

To put conversion before regeneration would be 
to make the gift of life and grace dependent upon 
our turning to the Lord. But how cai we turn un- 
less we be turned? Can we who are dead in tres- 
passes and sins turn to God? No, God comes to us 
in Christ with the gift of life, and then we come 
to Him. “All we like sheep have gone astray and 
have turned everyone to his own way”; we need 
— Shepherd to bring us back to the Father’s 
old. 

We are passive in our regeneration; we are, also 
active in our conversion, but to make the rcots de- 
pend on the active fruits, rather than the fruits 
on the roots, would be to have branches and tree 
without roots, the same as having works without 
faith, morality without love. 

A good man in Christ performs the good deed 
of conversion out of the saving grace he has re- 
ceived in regeneration. It is not the conversion 
that produces the regeneration, but the regenera- 
tion leads to conversion. 

The New Birth is not founded on my convictions, 
but is a gift of God’s grace. “I should hate to de- 
pend on my convictions,” says the true Christian, 
“for my salvation.” The New Life of God brings 
the new convictions with it; not the convictions 
the new life. 

Christianity is not founded on my experience of 
God, nor on my faith and love, as if God and 
Christ were the products of my experience. The 
Holy Spirit is rather the author of my new life 
and convictions. My faith and love are produced 
by God in Christ through the Holy Spirit. 

It is not my Christian Ego which makes me as 
a Christian, Christian; not my faith and love. This 
would be false immediacy and a denial of the 
Mediator. This is essentially humanism, and an- 
thropocentric theology. 

This anthropocentric emphasis, moreover, goes 
hand in hand with the worst type of religious per- 
fectionism, in which the so-called perfect Christian 
depends on a faith and love, which depend on 
himself for their fulfillment. Such an one depends 
on his own so-called Christian Ego for his sal- 
vation, forgets the truth of his own depravity and 
justification by faith only. But this is Egotism, 


June 194 


Phariseeism and hypocrisy. Such pride themselves 
on their own holiness and forget that salvation 
is by grace through faith and that not of ourselves, 
not of works. They pride themselves on an ability 
which they do not possess, being totally unable to 
save themselves even as all others. 


2. Do you believe in the “Universal Fatherhood 
of God and Brotherhood of all men?” 

By virtue of Creation God was the Father of al] 
men and all men were brothers. However, b 
virtue of the Fall into sin men have rejected God 
as Father and other men as brothers. The account 
of Cain’s slaying of his brother Abel in Genesis 
ought to convince us of this. Men now actually 
= personally are at enmity with God and each 
other. 

Men can again become the adopted children of 
God only by faith in Christ. God becomes our 
Father once again only by the fact of the Atone- 
ment and Redemption in Christ. In Christ men re- 
turn to God as their Father and once more become 
brothers. 

The “Fatherhood—Brotherhood” doctrine of 
Social Gospel Liberalism, which disregards the 
fact of man’s depravity, has done untold harm to 
the Christian Church, for it also and primarily 
leaves out all reverence for God’s Holiness and 
Judgment upon our sin. 

And any religion which leaves out of a central 
place the judging holiness of God is making a great 
contribution to the degradation of man. To make 
little of sin is to belittle the holiness of God and 
from a reduced or neglected holiness of God no 
true salvation for men can come. The holiness of 
God’s love is lost sight of, with fatal results to the 
Biblical view of man and his salvation. 


——@qjqw 2a ——_ 

“tmenr £ Ua” 

(See This Expression: II. Kings 2:6-7-8) 
ELIJAH AND ELISHA 
Two Prophets 

No two men were more unlike in many ways 
than “They two” as they travelled together 
from Gilgal to Bethel, from Bethel to Jericho, 
from Jericho to the Jordan, the older man testing 
the younger as they went. They were the two out- 
standing men of this period of apostasy and of 
miracles. 

The older man, who is about to lay down his 
work, is Elijah, the Tishbite. Dr. Alexander Whyte 
says that Elijah was a ‘Mount Sinai sort of man 
with a keart like a thunder storm,” and with 
a few strokes of his wonderful pen he draws his 
portrait. 

Elijah was a man of great passion, only his 
passions “swept him up to heaven while ours 
sweep us down to hell.” Ahab and Jezebel were 
full of passion too; Ahab’s weak, slow, sneaking, 
cowardly; Jezebel’s, open, terrible, demon-like in 
its venom. It was very fitting that Elijah, the 
man of fiery messages, should be carried to Heaven 
in a chariot of fire. He was also a man of prayer 
and his prayers prevailed, for his prayers brought 
—‘with all his passion he prayed in his prayer,” 
him power. Is it surprising that he was a man of 
despondency? Mountain-top men, with mountaii- 
top experiences often descend to the valley both 
in body and in spirits. 

Walking with this giant of a man was Elisha, 
a younger man, a ploughman, who, as Dr. Whyte 
says, “laid his hand that day to another plow 
and never turned back.” Upon this man came the 
“double portion” of the spiirt of the older as he 
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took up the work as the head of the prophets. He 
was largely a man of peace, quiet and gentle, like 
refreshing showers upon thirsty land. He was al- 
ways healing—helping, comforting those around 
im. 

. It is hard to say which one of these men did 
the greater work—both kinds of men and both 
kinds of work were needed. Billy Sunday was 
followed in a certain city by S. D. Gordan. A 
greater contrast could hardly be imagined. Both 
were a rich blessing. Let us not try to copy the 
manner or the methods of others, but covet the 
“double portion” of the Spirit’s power. God can 
and will use us all, if, like “they two” we are 
consecrated and faithful. —P.P.P. 


BOOK REVIEWS 


NO DAY OF TRIUMPH 
By J. Saunders Redding 


Published By Harper & Brothers, 
Publishers. Price $3.00. 


This book was written by a Negro about his 
race and gets its title out of a quotation from 
Woodrow Wilson, “This is not a day of triumph; 
it is a day of dedication.” Redding’s main task is 
to expose, exhibit, declare. He does it in a dramatic 
and unforgettable manner, offering his own life 
as evidence. For purity of diction and rare descrip- 
tive ability the book is remarkable. 

In the opening chapter the author describes his 
two grandmothers. One was embittered by her ex- 
perience as a slave girl. The other was deeply 
religious; when she led in family prayers her 
speech was so intimate, yet so reverent, that all 
of them felt the presence of God. 

The author attended several colleges and his 
pathetic comment is: “I hated and feared the 
whites. I hated and feared and was ashamed of 
the Negroes. (The memory of it even now is pain- 
ful to me).” Both as a student and after he be- 
came a teacher Redding’s magazine articles drew 
attention to him. In 1940 the University of North 
Carolina, through funds provided by the Rocke- 
feller Foundation, sent him out to visit Negro 
life in the South and report on what he found. 
He travelled through most of the Southern States, 
observed closely, then described frankly and 
graphically a cross section of Negro life. 

In the closing chapter Redding sums up these 
qualities he discovered in his race: integrity of 
spirit, love of freedom, courage, patience, hope. He 
writes: “This was victory for me, not triumph. 
No man alone can ever know such triumph as I 
had hope for in the years ahead.” He adds: “To 
know and understand and love the Negro is not 
enough . . . One must know and understand and 
love the white man as well.” The book reads like 
a novel and should be read by those wishing an 
intimate view of the Negro. 

Robert D. Bedinger, Superintendent Negro De- 
partment, Presbyterian Church, U. S. 


——————_— 


THE CLUE TO PASCAL 
By Emil Cailliet 
Published By The Westminster Press, 
Phi'adelphia, Pa. Price $2.00. 

Blaise Pascal was one of the most remarkable 
characters of the seventeenth century. His con- 
temporaries recognized him as a great scientist 
and a preeminent Christian thinker. He was also 
a brilliant mathematician. He invented the calcu- 


lating machine, the barometer and other useful 
implements. His greatest service, however, was 
the thoughts he has left us on Christianity. This 
French layman dedicated his marvelous mental 
equipment to the vindication and propagation of 
Christianity. 

Professor Gailliet in this volume points out 
clearly that the clue to Pascal is the Bible. He 
states that Pascal’s thinking stemmed from the 
Bible and St. Augustine. Pascal made the Bible 
the center and circumference of his study. He 
turned from experimental science to the Bible 
as a teacher and ever remained loyal to the Bible 
as a — for all his thinking. He realized that it 
was dangerous for a man to allow his thinking to 
rest upon human foundations, so he chose to use 
the inspired Scriptures as the foundation of his 
thought and life. Pascal believed that faith was 
knowledge in the full sense of the term, “Above 
sense and reason but not contrary to them.” Pro- 
fessor Cailliet remarked, “What determined the 
nature of faith for Pascal was Scripture.” Pascal 
frankly faced the passages of Scripture that 
seemed to be contradictory and submitted to them, 
“Being convinced that the source of all heresy 
is the exclusion of one truth on behalf of another.” 
He was convinced that “In Jesus Christ all the 
contradictions are reconciled.” Professor Cailliet 
observes, “It is Jesus Christ in the final analysis 
who gives Scripture its authenticity and its mean- 
ing. In Pascal’s eyes, however, this authenticity 
was evident from one end of Scripture to the 
other.” Pascal believed that everything in the 
Bible is there for a reason and the books of the 
Bible have been miraculously gathered together 
and supernaturally perpetuated. 

No serious minded Christian could read Pro- 
fessor Cailliet’s discussion of this distinguished 
Christian layman who was so steeped in the Bible 
without being a better Christian. This is a thrilling 
book and we are delighted that the author has 
promised to give us another volume on Pasca! in 
the future. —John R. Richardson. 


LAMPS IN THE DARK 

By Roy Lawson Tawes 
Published By The Abington-Cokesbury 
Press, Nashville, Tenn. Price $1.00. 

A busy pastor comes forth with a delightful 
little book of sermons. Sermons, I presume, out of 
his own preaching. So much the better are they for 
that. This group of sermons are doctrinal, all ten 
of them in which the author has by no means 
exhausted the subjects handled, nor has he tried 
to do that. He has dealt with these subjects in a 
popular yet pleasing manner. At the same time his 
thought is true to the basic ideas discussed. 

There is a need to-day, and every day, for the 
preacher, and all confessing Christians to be lamps 
of the Lord. The idea is not original with me in 
the following illustration. Collier of Manchester 
and others have used it. However it comes out of 
my own experience. As a boy in England one of 
the thrills of the winter evenings was to see the 
lamp lighter as he went down the street with 
his small ladder and lighted each individual gas 
lamp. Wherever he went there was a light set and 
by the time he got to the end of his journey the 
whole street was lighted up. This dark world 
needs the light. It is Charles A. Beard, the his- 
torian, who says: “The stars shine the brightest 
when the night is dark.” Dr. Tawes is trying to 
bring light, not on very difficult subjects such as 
those he has dealt with, but into the sin-darkened 
souls of men. His sermons have homiletic value 
for busy preachers and teachers. His illustrations 
are very well selected. —Percy H. Nickless. 
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THEY BROUGHT GOOD NEWS 
By Mildred Bishop Jorgenson 


Published By The Moody Press, 152 Institute 
Place, Chicago, Ill. Price $1.00. 


In this day of increasing interest in our South 
American neighbors books like They Brought 
Good News help us to watch the unveiling of the 
“truth” which alone can make men free and which 
can cement the fragments of human society, 
broken into many pieces of narrow national 
hatreds, into one vessel. The story is simple and 
direct. It is the story of human life and love in- 
spired by a vision and vitalized by the power of 
that Person and His Presence. With Him Evange- 
line and David Nielson carry the “Good News” to 
native and Peon of Colombia. Through jungle, up 
swirling rivers they push on in the face of tropi- 
cal diseases and native superstitions; they fight 
subversive jealousy and persevere in their patient 
waiting on God to open the hearts of their hearers, 
that a starving, suffering people may hear and 
find life. 

This is another story of missionary zeal and self- 
sacrifice that grips your imagination and chal- 
lenges one to search his own heart before the 
devotion of those who have lost their Life for His 
sake, yet in the losing have found Him. 

—F. Homer Tegler. 


————> 2 oe 


STUDIES IN THE REVELATION 
By Anton Darms 


Published By The Moody Bible Institute, 
Chicago, Ill., 1948. Price 35c. 

Anyone who attempts to outline the Book of 
Revelation, whether in simple form or more 
complex, tackles a big job. The author here gives 
a very simple outline of this difficult and much 
neglected book in a very pleasing and helpful way. 
It has good homiletic value and is splendid for 
classroom’ work. All twenty-two chapters of the 
book have been outlined, chapter by chapter. He 
has been very frank in stating his own Premillen- 
nial position, and also the Postmillennial interpre- 
tation, very briefly. These, of course, must be left 
for the reader to make his own decision. However, 
this should not be done until, as the author says, 


one “takes time to read each chapter from five to 
ten times. 


In the prefatory note one gets a clear statement 
of the author’s own purpose in presenting “To- 
morrow”. “These brief chapter-by-chapter studies 
ought to enable any reverent student to get the 
main features of the book clearly in mind and then 
be prepared for careful, thoughtful study.” The 
book is a skeleton which can be clothed with 
living flesh from the Revelation itself if the stu- 
dent will give his mind to the task of carefully 
reading it. —Percy H. Nickless. 
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THE DIVINE-HUMAN ENCOUNTER 
By Emil Brunner 


Published By The Westminster Press, 
Philadelphia, Pa. Price $2.50. 

Brunner is difficult to classify theologically. He 
is not a good Calvinist. Yet, he cannot be called a 
typical Arminian. He is not a Conservative, but 
neither is he a consistent Modernist. He is a queer 
mixture. We feel at times as we read his writings 
that he is a son of the Reformation, but before we 
proceed very far, we are convinced that the 
Reformers would disown him. It is therefore im- 
possible to approve or disapprove this book in its 
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entirety. The trained theologian will discover 
things of interest in it, but he will also find many 
things he will be constrained to repudiate. 

His utterances regarding the nature of t 
the inspiration of the Scriptures, election, and jp. 
fant baptism are incompatible with our Wegt. 
minster Standards. It is impossible to harmonige 
many of his views with the system of doctrine 
approved by our Church as a criterion of t 
Although Dr. Brunner enjoys a high reputation 
among contemporary theologians, we are confident 
that Shedd, Warfield, Hodge, Thornwell, Dabney, 
and Berkhof are safer guides to follow. 


—John R. Richardson, 
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THE PROMISES OF CHRIST 
By Rt. Rev. Frank E. Wilson 


Published By The Morehouse-Gorham Co. 14 East 
Forty-First St. New York, N. Y. Price $2.00, 
In the Protestant Episcopal Church the 

Reader must depend on sermons published by some 

authority recognized by this particular church. To 

meet this need Bishop Wilson has published this 
volume of sermons. Each one of these twenty-one 
messages may be used with profit by the Lay 

Reader. Since they are designed to be used by 

laymen they are simple and deal with the practical 

aspects of the Christian life. Occasionally we might 
differ with some of the theological implications of 
the Bishop but in the main he is true to the teach 
ings of the Protestant Church. The last part of 
this book gives a helpful exposition on the “Seven 
Words From Calvary.” They are treated reverent 
ly and in lucid English. Commenting on the sixth 
word, the Bishop states, “That death on Calvary 
was the pulling away of God’s divine life from its 
human moorings. In the very nature of the case, 
it was an occurrence of stupendous magnitude. 

God was doing an extraordinary thing and we 

might well expect unusual accompaniments. When 

the snap came, is it any wonder that there were 
strange disturbances in the spiritual world?” 
—John R. Richardson. 





My Bible 


I supposed I knew my Bible, 
Reading piecemeal, hit or miss, 

Now a bit of John or Matthew, 
Now a snatch of Genesis, 

Certain Chapters of Isaiah, 

Certain Psalms (the twenty-third?) ; 
Twelfth of Romans, first of Proverbs, 
Yes, I thought I knew the Word. 
But a thorough reading I found 
Was a different thing to do; 

And the way was unfamiliar 
When I read the Bible through. 


You who like to play at Bible, 
Dip and dabble, here and there, 
Just before you kneel, a-weary, 
And yawn through a hurried prayer; 
You who treat the crown of writings, 
As you treat no other book— 
Just a paragraph disjointed, 
Just a crude impatient look— 
Try a worthier procedure, 
Try a broad and steady view; 
You will kneel in very rapture 
When you read the Bible through. 
—Missionary Monthly. 




















